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gances of knots of Catholics here and there, partly by the 
vehement rhetoric which is the occasion of my writing to 
you A worse difficulty lies in getting people, as they are 
commonly found, to put off the modes of specch and lan- 
guage which are usual with them, and to enter into scien- 
tiie distinctions and traditionary rules of interpretation, 
which, as being new to them, appear evasive and unnatural. 
Anda thind diftculty, as I may call it, is this—that in so 
very wide a subject, opening so great a variety of questions, 
and of opinions upon them, while it will be simply neces- 
sary to take the objections made against us and our faith, 
one by one, readers may think me trifling with their pati- 
ence, because they do not find those points first dealt with, on 
which they lay most stress themselves. 

But I have said enough by way of preface; and 
Without more delay turn to Mr. Gladstone's pamphlet, 
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1 and persecution may be as opportune, though not so plea- 

| gant as @ ; nor, in accepting as a dogma what I had 

\ ever held as a truth, could 1 be doing violence to any theo- 

» gical view or conclusion of my own ; nor has the accept- 
ance of it any logical or practical effect whatever, as I con- 
sider, in we my allegiance to Queen Victoria ; but 
there are few Catholics, I think, who will not deeply regret, 
though no one be in fault, that the English and Irish Prela- 
cies of 1826, did not foresee the possibility of the Synodal 
determinations of 1870, nor will they wonder that States- 
men should feel themselves aggrieved, that stipulations, 
which they considered necessary for Catholic emancipation 
thould have been, as they may think, rudely cast to the 
winds, 

And now I must pass from the mere accidents of the 
controversy to its essential points, and I cannot treat them 
tothe satisfaction of Mr. Gladstone, unless I go back a great 
a and be allowed to speak of the ancient Catholic 

mureh, 





























































































































THE ENCYCLICAL OF 1864. 77 


Gdstone really no better complaint to make against the 
Pope’s condemnations than this ? 

Perhaps he will say, Why should the Pope take the 
trouble to condemn what is so wild? But he does: and 
to ay that he condemns something which he does not 
endemn, and then to inveigh against him on the ground 
that something else, is neither just nor logical, - 



































































































































126 THE VATICAN DEFINITION. 


Creeds, already in existence, and by the ing defir 
tions of the Church. He is tied up and limited by tl 
divine law, and by the constitution of the Church. Lastl 
he is tied up and limited by that doctrine, divinely reveale 
which affirms that alongside religious society there is civ 
society, that alongside the Ecclesiastical Hierarchy, there 
the power of temporal Magistrates, invested in their ow 
domain with a full sovereignty, and to whom we ov 
obedience in conscience, and ect in all things moral 
permitted, and belonging to the domain of civil society.” 
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PREFACE. 


A rask both difficult and wnlooked for has sud- 
denly fallen to my lot; that is, to gain o fair 


hearing on subjects about which the opinions, 
and still more the feelings, of so many men are 
not only adverse, but even hostile. I must, 
therefore, ask for patience from those who may 
read these pages. 

The topics here treated have not been 
chosen by me. They have been raised by Mr. 
Grapstoxe, and perhaps, in all the range of 
Religion and Politics, none can be found more 
delicate, more beset with misconceptions, or 
‘more prejudged by old traditionary beliefs and 

thies, Some of them, too, are of an 





PREFACE. vii 


aAs for the manner, if it be faulty, the fault 

is mine: and yet there ought to be no fault 
imputed where there has been no intention to 
wound or to offend. I can say with truth that, 
to avoid offence, I have weighed my words, and 
if there be one still found which ought not 
| to have been written, I wish it to be blotted 
out. The subject-matter is beyond my con- 
trol. I can blot out words, but I cannot blot 
out truths. What I believe to be truth, that 
I have said in the clearest and calmest words 
that I could find to give to it adequate 


expression. 


January 25, 1875. 
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THE VATICAN DECREES 


IN THEIR BEATING ON 


CIVIL ALLEGIANCE, 


Mr. Grapsrovg, in hisExpostulation with the Catholics 
of the British Empire on the Decrees of the Vatican 
Council, writes as follows :— 

* England is entitled to ask and to know in what way 
the obedience required by the Pope and the Council of the 
Vatican is to be reconciled with the integrity of Civil 
AMlegiance."* 

When I read these words, I at once recognised the 
right of the English people, speaking by its legitimate 
‘authorities, to know from me what I believe and what 
T teach; but in recognising this right I am compelled 
to decline to answer before any other tribunal, or to 
any other interrogator. If, therefore, I take the oc- 
easion of any such interrogation, I do not address 


¥ The Vatioan Decrees in their Bearing on Civil Allegiance, 
By the Right Hon. W. 5. Gladstone, p. 45. 
B 
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Tor them to be so, I cannot accept this grateful acknow- 
lsdgment, which implies that they are good citizens 
because they ane at variance with the Catholic Chnreh. 
*I should be wanting in duty to the Catholics of this 
sountry and to myself if I did not give a prompt contra- 
_ diction to this statement, and if I did not with equal 
affirm that tho loyalty of our civil allogiance 
44, not in spite of the teaching of the Catholic Church, but 
‘beeanse of it. 
*The sun of the argument in the pamphlet just pub- 
lished to the world is this:—That by the Vatican Decrees 
‘such a change has been made in the relations of Catholics 
to the civil power of States, that it is no longer possible 
‘He them to render the same undivided civil allegiance ax 
Hwas possible for Catholics to render before the promul- 
of those Decrees. 
_ ‘In answer to this it is for the present sufficient to 






























_ *l, Phat the Vatican Decroes have in no jot or tittle 
hinged either the obligations or the conditions of civil 


‘That the civil allogianco of Catholics is as undi- 

Wed as that of all Christians, and of all men who 
a Divine or natural moral law. 

Phat the civil allogiance of no man is unlimited ; 

the civil allegiance of all men who believe 

or are governed by conscience, is in that sense 


L In this sense, and in no other, can it be said with 
the civil allegiance of Catholics is divided. The 
mice of every Christian man in England is 
y conscience and the law of God; and the eivil 
of Catholics is limited neither less nor more. 

lic peace of the British Empire has been 
B2 
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‘whole of Mx, Gladstone’s pamphlet hangs on the contfary 
a it. In proof of my assertion £ 
i 
‘1. That the Infallibility of the Pope waa a doctrine 
# Divine Faith before the Vatican Council was held. In 
the scond and third parts of a book called “ Petri Privi- 
tgiom (Longmans, 1871), I have given more than 
‘affcient evidence of this assertion. 
_ ‘3, That the Vatican Council simply declared an old 
tuth, und made no new dogma, 
“3. That the position of Catholics therefore in respects 
4% civil allegiance, since the Vatican Council, is precisely 
it was before it. 
__ *h That the Civil Powers of the Christian world have 
0 stood in peaceful relation with an Infullible 
l, and that relation has been often recognised and 
by the Church in its Councils, Tha Vatican 
il had, therefore, no new matter to treat in this 












That the Vatican Council has made no decree 
Whatever on the subject of the Civil Powers, nor on civil 
allegiance. 


‘This subject was not so much as proposed. The civil 

" Pelience of Catholics rests upon the natural Jaw, and the 
dled Jaw of God. Society is founded in nature, and 
are bound in all things lawful to obey their rulers. 
ety, when Christian, has higher sanctions, and subjects 
to obey rulers for conscience sake, and because 
that be are ordained of God, Of all these things 
Decrees can have changed nothing because they 

shed nothing. Mr. Gladstone's whole argument 

an erroneous assertion, into which I can only 


tus been misled by his misplaced trust in Dre 
d some of his friends, 
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much as they arise out of the Divine Con- 
stitution of the Church, and out of the Civil 
Society of the natural order. 

3. That any collisions now existing have been 
brought on by changes, not on the part of 
the Catholie Church, much less of the 
Vatican Council, but on the part of the 
Civil Powers, and that by reason of a 
systematic conspiracy againt the Holy See. 

4. That by these changes and collisions the 
Civil Powers of Europe are destroying their 
own stability. 

5. That the motive of the Vatiean Council 
in defining the Infallibility of the Roman 
Pontiff was not any temporal policy, nor was 
it for any temporal end; but that it defined 
that truth in the face of all temporal dangers, 
in order to guard the Divine deposit of 
Christianity, and to vindicate the divine 
certainty of faith. 
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| only defined what has been believed and practised 
| from the beginning. 
f ‘The arguments to prove a change are two, 

First. Mr. Gladstone has argued from the third 
chapter of the Constitution on the Roman Pontiff, 
that his powers have received a great extension. Mr. 
Gladstone, so far as Lam aware, is the first and only 
person who has ever ventured on this statement. 

His argument is as follows :— 

He dwells with no little umplification upon the 
‘introduction of the remarkable phrase,’ ‘ad discipli- 
‘tam et regimen Ecclesiz,’ into the third chapter; that 
ik ‘non solum in rebus que ad fidem et mores 
pettinent, sed etiam in iis que ad disciplinam et 
‘gimen Ecclesiw per totum orbem diffuse perti- 
wat’ He says, ‘Absolute obedience, it is boldly 
diclired, is due to the Pope, at the peril of salvation, 
‘tot only in faith and in morals, but in all things 
‘Which concern the discipline and government of 
‘the Church’ (p. 41), Submission in faith and morals 
® ‘abject’ enough, but ‘in discipline and govern- 
Ment’ too is intolerable. ‘Why did the ‘astute 
“Whtrivers of this tangled scheme, &c. . . . (p. 39). 
“The work isnow truly complete’ (p. 40). This he 
alls «the new version of the principles of the Papal 
if ! When I read this, 1 asked, ‘Is it possible 
‘Wat Mr. Gladstone should think this to he anything 
What does he conceive the Primacy of Rome 
an? With what eyes has he read history? 
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Agoin, Sixtus IV., in 1471, writes : § Ad Univer- 
— regimen divina disponente clementia 
[ y 1 &e. 
this be not enough, we have the Council of 
ce, in 1442, defining of the Roman Pontiff 
‘Ipsi in Beato Petro pascendi, reqendé ae guber= 
Universalem Ecclesiam a Domino nostro Jesu 
) plenam potestatem traditam esse,’ ? 
Finally the Council of Trent says :—‘ Unde merito 
ces Maximi pro Suprema potestate sibi in 
universa tradita,’? &e. 
from quoting Canonists and Theologians 
this language as to regimen ond discipline. 
dno astuteness to transcribe the well-known 
language of the Catholic Church. It is as 
in our Inw books as the forms of the Courts 
ninster. The Vatican Council has left the 
of the Pontiff precisely where it found it. 
e, therefore, of Mr. Gladstone’s argument 
| the misapprehension on which it was based. 
then, is there new in the Vatiean Council? 
he thought of the rhetorical description of 
n monarchs and Carlovingian mayors,’ 
the distinguished author is out of his depth? 
dat all times the power to rule the whole 
t only in faith and morals, but also in all 


Taste Conon. Extras, Comm, ibs tits 1x, cop, i, 
Coneil. tom. xviii. p. 527, ed. Ven. 1732. 
xiv. cap. vii. 
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To this it will be said, ‘Be it so; but nobody 
was bound under Anathema to believe them.’ I 
answer thatit is not the Anathema that generates faith. 
‘The infallibility of the Head of the Church was a 
tetrine of Divine Faith before it was defined in 
1870, and to deny it was held by grave authorities to 
beat least proximate to heresy, if not actually here- 
teal’ The Vatican Council has put this beyond 
question; but it was never lawful to Catholics to deny 
the infallibility of a Pontifical act ex cathedra. It is 
from simple want of knowledge that men suppose 
tery doctrine not defined to be an open question. 
The doctrine of the Infallibility of the Church has 
been defined to this day. Will any man pretend 
this is an open question among Catholics? The 
infallibility of ‘the Pope was likewise never defined, but 
‘i was never an open question. Even the Jansenists 
‘didnot venture to deny it, and the evasion of some 
‘fthem, who gave ‘obsequious silence’ instead of 
‘ternal ascent to Pontifical acts, was condemned by 
“Dement XI. ‘The definition of the Vatican Council 

no change whatsoever except in the case of 

hese who denied or doubted of this doctrine. No 

therefore, whatsoever has been made in 

‘sinte of those who believed it. If the integrity of 

ir civil allegiance was unimpeded before 1870, itis 

‘impeded now, But Mr. Gladstone admits that it 
. . 
























4 Petri Priviteginn, part 5. pp. 61-66, and notes, 
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the Pope is to be the ultimate judge of what acts are 
ercathedra, And who else should be? [jus est tnter- 
preter cujus est condere is a principle of all law. Mr. 
Gladstone has been acting upon it all his life. But, 
Péthaps it may be eaid, why did not the Council put 
Weyond doubt what acts are ex cathedra? Well, the 
Council has done so, as I hope to show; and has done 
“with os great precision as the subject matter will 
‘wimit. It hos given five tests, or conditions, by 
Which an act ex cathedra may be distinguished. 
~ But it may be said that doubts may still exist, 
nd that doubts may still be raised as to this or 
that Pontifical act whether it be er cathedra or not. 
Surely common sense would say, consult the authority 
made the law; the legislator is always at hand, 
“dWays ready to explain his own meaning, and to 
dine the limits of his intention. If there be any 
unreasonable in this, all jurisprudence, in- 
ng the British Constitution, labours pee the 


















d a the second raat of the chapter in the 
in Constitution ; and that he should have passed 
fourth paragraph, in which there are indeed 
* potestatis swcularis Placito,’ This is the 
tion of secular powers in the whole Con- 
‘Tn that Paragraph two things are affirmed: 
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‘tions capable of proof, and before I have done I hope 

‘t& prove them. For the present, it will be enough to 
_ ive the reason why the Vatican Council did not 
| teach the question of the relations of the Church to 
“heCivil Powers. The reason is simple. Jt intended 
touch them, until it could treat them fully and 
whole. And it has carefully adhered to its 
I will also give the reason why it has 
so confidently asserted that the Council did 
the Civil Powers. It is because certain persons, 
rv before the Council met, resolved to say so. 
wrote the book Janus to prove it ; they pub- 
d circulars and pamphlets before and during the 
il to re-nssert it, They first prophesied that 
‘il would interfere with the Civil Powers, 
they write scientific history to prove that it 
so. J am not writing at random; I care- 
collected at the time their books, pamphlets, 
I read them punctually, and bound 
o volumes, which are now before me. Mr. 
has reproduced their arguments, But for 
‘ic agitation before the Council, no one, I 
d, would have found a shadow of cause 
its Dscreee. Now, that I may not seem to 
prompted by the events of the present 
T will repeat what I published in the year 
ore the Council assembled, and in the year 
r the Council was suspended. 


' o@ 
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| dismissing the Bavarian Government from our thoughts. 
| Bat I must declare, with much regret, that this Munich 
| deenment appears to me to be seditious. 

‘Facts like these give a certain warrant to the assertion 
and prophecies of politicians and Protestants. They prove 
lat in the Catholic Church there is a school at variance 
with the doctrinal teaching of the Holy See in matters 
shich are not of faith. But they do not reveal how small 
thatschool i. Its contre would seem to be at Munich. Ib 
tes, both in France and England, a small nomber of 
alheents. They are active, they correspond, and for the 
tet part write unonymously. It would be difficult to 
deetibe its tenets, for none of its followers seem to be 
‘ped in all points. Some hold the Infullibility of the 
‘Pope, and some defend the Temporal Power. Nothing 
‘Appears to be common to all, except an animus of opposition 
‘Wg the acts of the Holy See in matters outside the faith. 
‘In this country, about a year ago, an attempt was 
mide to render impossible, as it was confidently but vainly 
‘thought, the definition of the Tnfallibility of the Pontiff by 
Po the monotonous controversy about Pope Honorius. 
















n we were told of I know not what combination of 
y personages in France for the same end. It ie 
in that these symptoms are not sporadic and discon- 
but in mutual understanding and with a common 
. ‘The anti-Catholic press has eagerly encouraged 
jxchool of thought. Ifa Catholic can be found out of 
authority by half a note, he is at once extolled for 
@ learning and irrefragable logic. The anti- 
journals are at his service, and he venta hie 
to the common opinions of the Church by 
against them anonymously. Sad as this is, it is 
é. Ithas effect almost alone upon those who 
Catholic. Upon Catholics its effect is hardly 
ble; on the Theological Schools of the Church it 

























TUE VATICAN DECREES. 23 


‘Moreover, we live in days when the “Regium 
Phcitam” and “ Exequaturs” and “ Arréts” of Parlia- 
amot in Spiritual things ure simply deat. Tt may have 
teen possible to hinder the promulgation of the Council of 
‘Twat; it is impossible to hinder the promulgation of the 
Comeil of the Vatican. The very liberty of which men 
az proud will publish it. Ten thousand presses in all 
lands will promulgate every act of the Church and of the 
Poutiff, in the face of all Civil Powers. Once published, 
these acts enter the domain of faith and conscience, and 
no human legislation, no civil authority, can efface 
them. ‘The two hundred millions of Catholics will know 
the Decrees of the Vatican Council ; and to know them is 
to obey. The Council will ask no civil enforcement, and 

it will need no civil nid. The Great Powers of Hurope 
have Jong declared that the conscience of men is free from 
civil constraint. ‘They will not stultify their own declara- 
tions by attempting to restrain the acts of the Vatican 
Council. The guardians and defenders of the principles 
‘ef 1789 ought to rise aa one man against all who should 
#0 violate the base of the political society in France. 
attitude lesser Governments may take is of lesser 
> mement.’ 
__ (2) I will now state positively what the Council has 
Wefined on the subject of the Roman Pontiff. The 
liittory then of the Definition of the Infallibility is 
“48 follows :— 

1. Two Schemata, as they were called, or treatises, 
ted been prepared : the one on the nature of the 
Church ; the other on its relations to the Civil State. 

‘The first alone came before the Council; the 
‘Mond has never yet been so much as discussed. 
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Divine Lord first, chose Cephas, and invested him 
with the primacy over the Apostles. Upon this rock 
all were built, and from him the whole unity and 
authority of the Church took its rise. To Peter 
alone first was given the plenitude of jurisdiction 
and of infallible outhority, Afterwards, the gift of 
| the Holy Ghost. was shared with him by all the 
Aposties. From him and through his therefore all 
began. For which cause a clear and precise con- 
ception of his Primacy and privilege is necessary to a 
elear and precise conception of the Church. Unless 
it be first distinctly apprehended, the doctrine of the 
Church will be always proportionately obscure. The 
‘doctrine of the Church does not determine the doc- 
“trine cf the Primacy, but the doctrine of the Primacy 
“does precisely determine the doctrine of the Church. 
Tn beginning, therefore, with the Head, the Council 
has followed our Lord’s example, both in teaching 
‘and in fact; and in this will be found one of the 
‘eauses of the singular and luminous precision with 
| which the Council of the Vatican has, in one brief 
| Constitution, excluded the well-known errors on the 
r y aud Infallibility of the Roman Pontiff. 


‘The reasons which prevailed to bring about this 
shange of method were not only those which de- 
“monstrated generally the opportuneness of defining 

but those also which showed specially 


the necessity of bringing on the question while as 


Council was in the fulness of its numbers. 
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i Tnfallibility of the Roman Pontiff was 
fined on the eighteenth of July, and war was officially 
on the following day. 
these and many other contingencies fully 
them, those who believed that the definition 
not only opportune, but necessary for the unity of 
Church and of the Faith, urged its immediate 
Events justified their foresight. The 
‘was prolonged into the heats of July, when, 
consent, the opposing sides withdrew from 
i of the contest, and closed the 
c Tf it hud not been already protracted 
d all limits of reasonable debate—for not less 
dred fathers in the general and special 
had spoken chiefly, if not alone, of Infalli- 
could not xo have ended. Toth sides were 
ved that the matter was exhausted.’ 
vorder to demonstrate, if possible, more xbun- 
it the Vatican Council has not so much as 
‘the relations of the Church to the Civil 
will give a brief analysis of its Definitions in 
d the First Dogmatic Constitution on the 
‘Christ. 
have said, a portion of the Schema or 



























by itself. There would have been only 
on treating of both the Body and the 


tri Privitegiun, part iii. pp. 1D. 
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il has said, and what it is that they must 


1. That the Council declares that the Roman 
Pontiff, speaking ex cathedra, has a Divine 
assistance which preserves him from error, 

2. That he speaks ex cathedra when he speaks 

under these five conditions: (1) as Supreme 

Teacher (2) tothe whole Church. (3) De- 

fining a doctrine (4) to be held by the whole 

Church (5) in faith and morals. 

disputants and controversialists had read and 

these five conditions, we should have been 

much senseless clamour. 

itly, it is to be observed that the Council has 

the limit of the phrase ‘ faith and morals.’ 

-known formula is plain and intelligible. 

deposit committed to the Church is the Revela- 

Divine Truth, and of the Divine Law. The 
is the guardian and witness, the interpreter 
expositor, of the Truth and of the Law of God. 

is the meaning of ‘faith and morals.’ Tt is a 

known, perfectly clear, sufficiently pre- 

1 and moral life. If questions may 

about the limits of faith and morals, it is 

u ns may be raised about anything; and 

always be raised by those who love 
gainst the Catholic Church more than 
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» acknowledged by the adversaries of the 
that from the Council of Constance in 1414 
day the doctrine has been the predominant 
the Church. I gave evidence of its existence 
Council of Constance upwards to the Council 
cedon in 445. 
xt I traced the history of the growth of the 
adverse to the Infallibility of the Roman 
from the Council of Constance to the year 
when it was, for the first time, reduced to 
la by an assembly of French ecclesiastics under 
ce of Louis XIV. 
tly, I showed how this formula was no sooner 
hed than it was condemned in every Catholic 
y by bishops and universities, and by the Holy 
snm of the evidence for the first period 
| given as follows :— 
canism is no more than a transient and 
mn opinion, which arose in France, without war- 
ents in the ancient theological schools 
Church ; a royal theology, as suddenly 
and us parenthetical as the Thirty-nine 
d only by a small number out of the 
te of France, indignantly rejected 
them ; condemned in succession by three 
lared by the Universities of Louvain and 
erroneous ; retracted by the bishops of 
nned by Spain, Hungary, and other 
%; and condemned over again in the Bull 
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Mr. Gladstone requires of us ‘solid and undivided 
allegiance."* 

T must confess to some surprise at this demand. 
‘The allegiance of every moral being is ‘divided,’ that 
is, twofold; not, indeed, in the same matter nor on the 
same plane, Init in two spheres, and on whigher and a 
Tower level, so that no collision is possible, except by 
Some deviation or excess. Every moral being is under 
two authorities—human and divine. The child is 
‘nder the anthority of parents, aud the authority of 

fod; the subject is under the authority of the Civil 

and the Divine authority of natural or revealed 

Unless we claim Infallibility for the State, 

must be liable to revision, and to resistance by 

conscience. An unlimited obedience to 

ents or to States would generate a race of un- 

ited monsters. Surely these are troisms. Our 

Himself taught this division when He said, 

er therefore to Cissar the things that are Cresar’s, 

| to God the things that are God's,” But this all 

admit when they think. Unfortunately, when 

attack the Catholic Church or the Vatican 
they seldom think much. 

P hd objection in this form: * We non- -Catho- 


re consciences, guided ac the light of 


+P. 44. 
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Taxes were better known, I wish it were possible 
© weertain, by letting down « thermometer into the 
deep sea of our population, what notions remain of 
or allegiance, No doubt, in au insular popu- 
Ietion like ours, the traditional custom of inert con- 
formity with law maintains a passive compliance which 
‘Ptssts for Civil Allegiance. But take the population of 
Geuntries where the so-called rights of the political 
"Gemscience of individuals have had their legitimate 
it. A low is a law so far as it is accepted; 
gan is hound by the law so far as he had a handin 
making it. If youonceadmit that the ultimate deci- 
oni as to civil obedience is in the individual, each poli- 
conscience isa law-giver anda law to itself. You 
mot fiy principles with a string as boys fly kites. 
enunciated they have nothing to control them. 
ery man has the ultimate right of refusing obedi- 
‘to the law upon the dictates of his own conscience, 
we are ina state of unlimited license, which is 
tially a state of unlimited revolution. And 
truth, since 1789 has been the state of the west 
Tt is in a state of chronic instability and 
change. More than forty revolutions have 

from this casential lawlessness. 
dly, according to the doctrine of the Catholic 
the tights of individual conscience are se- 
ot only against external coercion, but against 
/ aberrations. ‘Che obedience of Catholic sub- 
- ikts to their Civil Rulers is a positive precept of 
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And further, that they can hardly be reduced to the 
necessity of using their private judgment as to the 
lawfulness of obeying any law. In all matters of 
| ordinary civil and political life, the duty of Catholics is 
already defined by a whole code which enforces 
obedience for conscience sake. In the rare case of 
doubt which may arise in times of religious persecu- 
tion, political revolution, civil wars, or wars of suc- 
cession, Catholic and non-Catholic subjects are alike in 
this.—they are both compelled to choose their side, 
But the non-Catholic subject has hardly law or judge 
“te aid his conscience: the Catholic has both, He has 
the whole traditional moral law of Christendom, which 
‘has formed and perpetuated the civil and political 
order of the modern world, and he has a multitude 
of principles, maxims, and precedents on which to 
form his own judgment. Finally, if he be unable so 
to do, he can seek for guidance from an authority 
which the whole Christian world once believed to be 
the highest judicial tribunal and the source of its 
‘ivil order and stability. And is this to place * his 
and moral freedom at the mercy of another?’ 

As much as, and no more than, we place ourselves ‘ at 
mercy’ of the Christian Church for our salvation, 

us fake an example. It is certain, by the natural 

and Divine Law, that every man may defend himself, 
"and that every people has the right of self-defence. 
(On this all defensive wars are justifiable. But if the 


Sovereign levy war upon his people, have they the 
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luwfil. * Surely, if Italians are‘ free to form their 
conscience on the doctrines of the revolution, they are 
iquilly free to form their conscience on the doctrines 
of their religion. ‘To deny this is to have two 
Weights and two measures. The non-Catholic 
theory tells us that the conscience of subjects is the 
ultimate test. Be it so; my conscience tells me that 
it is right to obey my religion rather than the 
nvolution. If this be a divided allegiance, then it 
is Christianity which has introduced it, and not the 
Church. It was our Lord Himself’ who, by institut- 
ing His Church, separared for ever the two powers, 
(vil and Spiritual, thereby redeeming the conscience 
ail the religion of men from the dominion of princes, 
td conferring upon the Civil Power the consecration 
ly which it is confirmed, and the higher law by 
Which its sphere is defined. It is all this, and 
tit" ‘our old friend the deposing power alone, 
Which I have described as teaching obédience 
{© fubjects and moderation to princes.* fn all 
Wnflicts between the Civil and Spiritual, the 
_Conscieuces of Christians will be decided by the 
law. 
"Teonelude, therefore, this part of the subject by 
‘L. That the relations of the Chureh to the State 
AG 


tion, ps D2. 
Power of the Pepe, pp. dtA6, second ed. 1962. 
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#2. "That if, and when such claim is made, it will 
even, although resting on the definitions of the 
____ Vatican, be repelled and rejected.’ * 
T have shown that the Pope is not able, by the 
tiean Council, to make any claim in the name of 
for in the name of morals, nor in the name of 
e government or discipline of the Chureh, which he 
was not able to make before the Vatican Council 
xisted. 
To Mr. Gladstone's first question, therefore, I 
anewer, that neither in virtue of the Vatican Decrees, 
no! any other decrees, nor of his supreme authority 
of the Christian Church, can the Pope make 
aim ‘upon those who adhere to his communion 
4 nature as can impair the integrity of their 
jance. 
his second question, therefore, the answer is 
given. I have no need to declare myself 
repel and reject that which the Pope cannot 
eannot do an act contrary to the Divine 
to impair my Civil Allegiance would be 
to the Law of God. 
strange to me that so acute arcasoner should 
the question, which is this: By whom 
ts of Civil Allegiance to be determined? 
dstone should say by the State, I would 


1 The Vatican Decrees, p. 44, 
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ask—Does he mean that the State is infallible in 
morals? or that subjects have no conscience, or that 
the State may coerce their conscience, or that the 
State can create a morality which all consciences 
must obey? Some of these postulates are inevitably 
assumed in his question, if it has any meaning. 

My reasons for saying this will be secn in the fol- 
lowing chapter. 
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nature. Tt has, then, God for its Founder, for its 
Legislator, and by His divine Providence for its 
supreme Ruler. 

_ 3. The laws of such society are the laws of nature. 
Tt is bound by the natural morality written on the 
conscience and on the heart. The ethics which 
F v men become politics in the government of 

tates. Politics are but the collective, morals of 
‘society. The Civil Ruler or Sovereign is bound by 

laws: the subject within the sphere of these laws 
és to him a civil allegiance. The Civil Ruler may 
d all subjects by an oath of allegiance. He may 
‘call on all to bear arms for the safety of the State. 

A. The State has for its end, not only the safety of 
n and property, but, in its fullest sense, the 
happiness of man, Within the sphere of 
morality, and in order to its end, the State is 
and its power is from God. This is the 

of St. Paul's words :— : 
et every soul be subject to higher powers: for there is 
‘but from God; and those that are, are ordained of 
fore he that resisteth the power, resisteth the 
of God; and they tout resist, purchase to them 
tion. . . . For he is God’s minister to thee for 
if thou do that which is evil, fear, for he beareth 
in vain: for he is God's minister, an avenger 
wrath upon him that doeth evil. Wherefore be 
epcemaey not only for wrath bat also for con- 


* Romans xiii. 1-3, 
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4 Supreme judicial office, in respect to the moral law, 
over all nations, and over all persons, both governors 
and governed, I know not what words could suffice to 
do so. 

That authority and that office are directive and 
‘Preceptive, so long as Princes and their laws are in 
conformity with the Christian law; and judicial, ratione 
Precati, by reason of sin, whensoever they deviate 
from it. 

Tf any man deny this, he would thereby affirm 
that Princes have no superior upon earth: which is 
the doctrine of tho heathen Cmsarism. 

Bat no man will say that Princes have no 
fuperior. It is unmeaning to say that they have no 
Superior but the law of God: for that is to play with 
words. A law is no superior without an authority 
to judge and to apply it. 

‘To sey that God is the sole Lawgiver of Princes 
is @ doctrine unknown, not only to the Catholic 
Church, but to the Constitution of England. When 
‘fre say, a8 our old Jurists do, Non Rex facit legem, but 
Lex facit Regem, we mean thot there is a will above the 
King; and that will is the Civil Society, which judgesif 
‘and when the King deviates from the law. But this 
doctrine, unless it be tempered by vigorous restraint, is 
‘ehronic revolution. What adequate restraint is there 
ut in 4 Divine authority higher than the natural 

y of man ? 
) Supreme Judicial Power of the Church has no 


E 
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to obey even Heathen Rulers, as the Apostle did, how 
much more, in the case of Christian Princes and their 
laws, is it the office of the Church to confirm, conse- 
erate, and enforce by the sanctions of religion and of 
‘conscience, of doctrine and of discipline, the whole 
eode of natural and political morality, and all laws 
That are made in conformity with the same. 

Tf Christian Princes and their laws deviate from 
‘the law of God, the Church has authority from God to 
‘Jndge of that deviation, and by all its powers to en- 

bree the correction of that departure from justice. 

do not see how any man who believes in the Reve- 

tion of Christianity can dispute this assertion: and 
to such alone I am at present speaking. 

Mr. Gladstone has quoted a passage from an 

E on Cesarism and Ultramontanism,’ in which I 
@ claimed for the Church a supremacy in spiritual 
over the State, and have made this state- 

—- 

Any power which is independent and can alone fix the 

its of its own jurisdiction, and can thereby fix the 

of all othor jurisdictions, is, ipso facto, supreme. But 
inch of Jesus Christ, within the sphere of revelation— 
and morals—is all this, or is nothing or worse than 
ig, an imposture and an usurpation; that isp it is 


1 Cersarism and Uitramontanism, p. 3h. 
zn? 
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Bout the State cannot unless it claim to be the 
depository und expositor of the Christian Revelation. 
Therefore it is the Church or nobody. This last 
supposition leads to chaos. Now if this be rejected, 
the’Church alone can: and if the Church can fix the 
limits of its own jurisdiction, it can fix the limits of 
all tther jurisdiction ; at least, so far as to warn it 
ef its own domain. But this was iy conclusion; 

) aul though T have seen it held up to odinm, T have 
pot yet seen it answered. 

But the Church being the highest society, and 
independent of all others, is supreme over them, in 
so far ax the eternal happiness of men is involved. 

From this, again, two consequences follow =— 

1. First, that in all things which are purely 
temporal, and lie extra jinem Eovlesie, 
outside of the end of the Chureh, it neither 
claims nor has jurisdiction, 

2. Secondly, that in all things which promote, 
or hinder, the eternal happiness of men, 
the Church has a power to judge and to 
enforce, 

TY. Such propositions are no sooner enunciated 

We are met by a tumult of voices, such as those 
‘of Janus, Quirinws—and I lament to devect the tones 
‘of a voice, hitherto heard in behalf of the authority 
of Christianity and of the Christian Church,—affirm- 
ing that the Church of Rome and its Pontiffs claim 
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declaxed that the Pope made no such claim; that he 
claimed no temporal, but only a spiritual power.’ 
Nevertheless this prejudice, once created, before the 
publication of the Unam Sanctam, ensured its being 
misinterpreted when it was issued. Boniface, by the 
Bull Ausculta Fili, had promptly exposed this mis- 
interpretation. But the prejudice was already esta- 
blished? 
T will now give the whole text of the Bull, before 
commenting upon it. It runs as follows:— 
€Woare bound to believe and to hold, by the obligation 
of faith, one Holy Church, Catholic and also Apostolic; 
und this (Church) we firmly believe and in simplicity 
confess: out of which there is neither salvation nor remis- 
Sion ofsins. As the Bridegroom declares in the Canticles, 
Our ix my dove, my perfect one, she is the only one of 
her mother, the chosen of her that bore her:'"? who repre- 
sents the one mystical Body, the Head of which is Christ; 
nd the Head of Christ is God. In which (the one 
Church) there is one Lord, one Faith, one Baptism.* For 
dn the time of the Flood the ark of Noe was one, prefiguring 
the one Church, which was finished in one cubit,? and had 
ome governor and ruler, that is Noe; outside of which we 
ead that all things subsisting upon earth were destroyed. 
‘This also we vencrate as onc, as the Lord says in the 
Prophet, “Deliver, 0 God, my soul from the sword: my 


only one from the hand of the dog.”" 
* Por He prayed for the soul, that is, for Himself; for 





TE Dillinger’s Church History, vol. iv. p.00. 2 bid. p. 91. 
+ Cant. vi. 8. * Ephesians iv. 5. ® Gonesis vi. 16, 


* Pealm xxi, 21. 


— 
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of Almain, Alliacus, John of Paris, and of the 
Sorborme. Tt was also the doctrine of the theo- 
‘of the Council of Constance ; who are always 
opponents of the Infallibility of the Pope, 
they held that, though the See of Rome could 
err, he that satin it might err. They likewise 
the deposing power, which alone is enough to 
show how little the definition of the Infallibility has 
with the deposition of Kings. 
When the Unam Sanctam was published, Egidius 
manus, the Archbishop of Bourges, wrote against 
ing deceived into a belief that Roniface claimed 


in France according to the Bull Novit of 
nt I1T.—viz. un indirect spiritunl power in 
matters when involving sin.' The same 
was taken by other French writers. 
had already declared in a Consistory in 
that he had never assumed any jurisdiction, 
fliich belonged to the King ; but that he had declared 
the King to be, like any other Christian, subject to 
in regard to sin.” 
Secondly, the Regalists once more assailed the 
Sanetam in the reign of Louis XIV. 


hi says that there is not to be found 9 writer 


* Bianchi, lib. i. cap. x. 
‘Dallinger’s History of the Chureh, vol. ir. p. 91. 
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_ Now, upon the doctrines declared by the Bull it is 

‘ww be observed :— 

1. That it does not say that the two swords 
were given by our Lord to the Church; but 
that the two swords are in potestate Beclesia, 
*in the power of the Church.’ 

2. That it at once goes on to distinguish, ‘Both 
(swords) are in the power of the Chureh, the 
spiritual, that is, and the material, But this 
(the material) is to be used jor the Church ; 
that (the spiritual) is to be used by the 

. Church. This, indeed (by the hand) of the 

} Priest; that,by the hand of kings and soldiers; 
but at the bidding and sufferance of the 
Priest.’ 

8. That though both swords are in the Church, 
they are held in different hands, and to be 
used by the subordination of the one to the 
other. Oportet autem gladium esse sub gladio = 
the one sword must be subordinate to the 
other, the lower to the higher. 

A, That Boniface VITL, in this very Bull Unan 
Sanctam, expressly declares that the power 
given to Peter was the ‘Suprema Spiritualis 
potesias,’ not the Temporal, or a mixed power, 

but purely Spiritual, which may judge all 

__ Powers, but: self is judged of God alone. 

‘Now, on the principles already laid down, there 

F 
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Church, because he that bears it isin the Church. It 
isthe office of the Church to consecrate it, and (insti- 
tort)to instructit. But: it belongs essentially to the 
natural order, though it is to be exercised according 
tothe supernatural order of faith. 
2, When it is said that both Swords are ‘in the 
power of the Church,’ it menus that the Church 
in a Christian world includes the natural order * 
in its unity. The conception of the Church 
included the whole complex Christian Society, 
made up of both powers, united in a complete 
visible unity. 
“Mr. Bryce, in his excellent work on the Holy 
n Empire, says:— 
ng the Holy Roman Church, and the Holy Roman 
are one and the same thing in two aspects; and 
n, the principle of the universal Christian Society, 
nanism: that is, rests upon Rome as the origin 
of universality, manifesting itself in a mystic 
which corresponds to the two natures of its Founders 
‘and eternal, its head is the Pope, to whom all 
been entrasted ; as human and temporal, the 
commissioned to rule men’s bodies and acts.’* 






Bryce has here clearly seen the conerete unity of 
n world; but he has missed the order which 
that unity. His description is what Boniface 
ills ‘2 monster with two heads.’ Mr. Bryce 











' The Holy Roman Empire, p. 108, (Macmillar, 1871.) 
y2 
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oatatis (os the power of the Pontiff). The one, which 
: nonists follow, affirms that in the Supreme Pontiff, 
of Christ, both powers, Spiritual and Temporal, 

: the other, which is the common opinion of Theo- 
, affirms that the power of the Supreme Pontiff, 
Viewr of Christ, is strictly spiritnal in itself ; but 
wertheless, he may, by the same, dispose temporal 

80 that they be ordered for spiritual ends.” 


lay argued that the power of the Pope in 
things was a free and open opinion among 
: Bellarmine, in replying, says:— 












it this power is in the Pope is not opinion but 
among Catholics, though there be many dis- 
‘as to what and of what quality the power is: that 
‘say, whether it be properly and in itself of a temporal 
, or whether it bo not rather spiritual, but by a 
necessary consequence, and in onder. to spiritual 
aispose of temporal things.’* 


states his own opinion in these words: 


ral Princes, when they come to the family of 
neither their princely power nor jurisdictions 
Lecome subject to him whom Christ has set over 
to be governed and directed by him in those 
h lead to eternal life.’* 













from these passages it would appear that in 

mine’s judgment the opinions of the Canonists 

he Theologians practically came to one and the 
> . 

n De Potestate Sumi Poniificis, cap. i. p. 848 a, 

17. * Thiel. cap. ii, po B02 a. > Nid. cap. iis p. 858 A. 
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wtp, it was removed by order of the Holy See, and 
Its perfect soundness acknowledged. 
Suarez lays down precisely the same doctrine as 
Bellarmine. He says:— 
“Those anthors who teach wbsolutely that the Pope has 
Power, and that temporal, in the whole world, 
eeean this, “that the Pontiff,in virtue of his Spiritual Power 
geeed jurisdiction, is superior to Kings and temporal Princes, 
<> as to direct them in the use of their temporal Power 
Gaza order to Spiritual ends.” 

He then goes on :— 

‘For though they sometimes speak indistinctly, and 
‘without sufficient clearness, or even (¢mpropric) incor- 
‘Ferily—becanse the power of the Pope is not temporal but 

*piritual, which contains under itself things temporal, and 
‘Wexorcised about them indirectly, that is, for the sake of 
Spiritual things—nevertheless they often make this sense 
‘Ghar, and Jay down their distinctions either expressly or 
Nirlaally; for they affirm that the Pontiff can do some 
things indirectly, but: deny that he can do them direetly.' 

But if the Pope had temporal power properly so 
ealled, he could do all things directly. ‘This negative 

P¥oves that the power of which they spoke was only 
Spiritual 


Suarez further says :— 

*Subjection is of two kinds—direct and indirect. 
Babjection is called direct when it is within the end and 
Timits of the same power: it is called indirect when it 


FSusrez, Defenaio Fidei Catholicw, tom. xxiv. lib. iti, ¢, xxii, 
2ul od, Paris, 1369. 
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ial authority is another. And the Defini- 
Bio Pes, by the Vatican Council has in no 
way) hy 0. much as a jot or tittle, changed or affected 
‘which was infullibly fixed and declared before. 
I will go on to show, even infullible laws 
apply when the subject matter is wanting, 
necessary moral conditions are passed away. 

ust acknowledge, therefore, that the following 
fill me with surprise, Speaking of Dr. Doyle 
rs, he says :— 
















Answers in abundance were obtained, tending to show 
doctrines of deposition and persecution, of keeping 
with hereties, and of universal dominion, were 
beyond revival. 
ge implicitly affirms what I hope ex- 
ly to prove. How can laws become obsolete, but 
: f the moral conditions which require 
their exercise? How can laws, the exercise of 
required by the permanent presence of thesame 
ns which called them into existence, be- 
e? T pass over the ‘no faithwith heretics,’ 
an example of the injustice which pervades 
T should have thought it impossible 
dstone not to know the true meaning of 
ial distortion: but I am willing to 
he did not know it; for if he had, it 
been impossible for such us he is to 


* Expostulation, p. 26. 
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repudiate them for himself, for the exercise of 
nem is impossible, and, if physically possible, would 

‘morally impossible, as repugnant to all equity, 
“under correction, I will say to natural justice, 
‘infallible witness for justice, and equity, and 
jong men, cannot violate these laws which 
ingly govern his office. 

The command of our Lord to the Apostles: ‘Go 
the whole worldand preach the Gospel to every 
+ he that believeth and is baptised shall be 
d, but he that believeth not shall be condemned"? 
ly invests the Church with authority to bap- 

my creature. But the exercise of this right 
led upon a moral condition. It conveyed 
to baptise any man against his will; nor 
tan act of faith on his part. But an act of 
spontaneous and voluntary act of submission, 
intellect and will, to the truth, and to the 
cher who delivers it. The absolute and universal 

therefore of the Church to baptise depends 
the free and voluntary act of those who believe, 
gh their own spontaneous submission, are 
to he baptised. 
Church so regards the moral conditions on 
acts depend, that as a rule it will not even 
infant to be baptised unless at least one of 

consents. 

¢ manner the power of absolution, which 



























1 St. Mark xvi. 15, 16, 
Gc 
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#exthority, the conditions necessary for the exercise of 
Js office were not fully present. The Church guided 
¥=2«n, one by one, to their cternal end; but as yet 
©¥xe collective society of nations was not subject to 

26S guidance. It is only when nations and kingdoms 
‘Tee come socially subject to the supreme doctrinal and 
| }=edicial authority of the Church that the conditions of 
| ft =sexercise are verified. When the senate and people 


















‘© the Roman Empire were only half Christian, 
Exe Church still refrained from acts which would 
affected the whole body of the State. When 
iad become Christian, the whole became 
bject to the Divine Law, of which the Roman 
Sati? was the supreme expositor and executive. 
~ It would be endless to state examples in detail. 
vill take, therefore, only one in which the indirect 
power of the Church over the temporal State 
intly shown. ‘iake, for instance, the whole 
et of Christian Matrimony: the introduction of 
law of the unity and indissolubility 
ital character of marriage; the tables 
ity and of affinity ; the jurisdiction of 
over matrimonial cases, This action of 
Pontifical Inw upon the Imperial law, and the 
conformity of the Empire to the Church, 
its in a clear and complete way what is the 
‘elaimed by the Church over the temporal 
Princes. 

ouncil of Trent reserves matrimonial causes 
ao 














ci subject to this jurisprudence; it was 
ree will that it was maintained in vigour ; 
in conformity with their free will that it 
by the Pontiffs. Their free sentence 
e Pontificul sentence. It was at their 
d in their behalf, that it was pronounced. 
eondition of spontaneous acceptance, and 
conditions of execution, were alike pre~ 
ng these supreme Pontifical acts legiti- 
t al, wise, and salutary. 

d here I shall be met with the answer: ‘You 
, the deposition of princes, and therefore 
t the Pope may depose Queen Victoria.’ 
| sorry to say, is the argument of the 
3 for if it be not, why was it implied? 
ny the argument, or inference, or call 
will, I affirm that the deposition 
+ und Frederic TE. of Germany were 
ight, and lawful ; and J affirm that a de- 
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have at times endeavoured to raise suspicion and 

























‘Animosity against Catholics, by affirming that if they 
‘became the majority in this country—a danger cer- 
tainly not proximate—they would use their power to 
apel men to conform to the Catholic faith. In the 
year 1850 the Catholics of Belgium were in a yaet 
j but they did not use their political power 
0 train the faith or conscience of any man. The 
‘Four Liberties’ of Belgium were the work of 
olics. This is the most recent example of what 
holies would do if they were in possession of 
ower, But there is one more ancient and more 
nely for us Englishmen. It is found at » date 
the old traditions of the Catholic Church 
‘still vigorous in the minds of men. It will 
re show that in this at least we owe nothing to 
progress, nor to the indifference of Liberal- 
Tf the modern spirit had any share in pro- 
- the Constitution in Belgium, it certainly 
share in producing the Constitution of 
nd. Lord Baltimore, who had been Secre- 
State under James 1., in 1633, emigrated 
American Plantations, where, through Lord 
’s influence, he had obtained a grant of land. 
accompanied by men of all minds, who 
iefly in the one desire to leave behind then: 
rable religious conflicts which then tormented 
‘They named their new country Maryland, 

e they settled. The oath of the Governor 
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faith and communion were slowly built up among the 
‘Bations. When once shattered, nothing but convic- 
tion and persuasion can restore it. Lord Baltimore 
mas surrounded by « multitude scattered by the 
“great wreck of the Tudor persecutions. He knew 


that God alone could build them up again into unity ; 
but that the equity of charity might enable them to 
tand to help each other, and to promote the 
amon weal. 
I cannot refrain from continuing the history. 
‘The Puritan Commonwealth in England brought 
Puritan revolution in Maryland, They ac- 
d Cromwell, and disfranchised the whole 
population. ‘Liberty of conscience’ was 
Jared, but to the exclusion of ‘Popery, Prelacy, 
nd licentiousness of opinion.’ Penal laws came of 
mre. Quakers in Massachusetts, for the first 
lost one ear ; for the second, the other ; for 
had their tongue seared with a red-hot iron. 
m were whipped, and men were hanged, for 
If Catholics were in power to-morrow in 
not a penal law would be proposed, nor the 
‘of constraint be put upon the faith of any man. 
d that all men fully believed the truth; but 
faith is a hypocrisy hateful to God and man. 
es were in power to-morrow, not only 
there be no penal laws of constraint, but no- 
laws of privation. If the Ionian Islands had 
some years ago, to attach themselves to the 
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aminority. I hope the Nonconformists of 
are prepared to say the same. As we are 
when some are ‘invited,’ and some are 
“and some are ‘required’ to speak out, I 
my fellow-countrymen of all religious kinds 
frank as I am. 

Thave now given, I hope, sufficient evidence 
prove the assertion made in the second letter quoted 
the outset of these pages; namely :— 


‘That the relations of the Catholic Church to the 
[Powers have been fixed immutably from the begin- 
g, beeanse they arise out of the Divine constitution 
Church and of the civil society of the natural 








e have also seen how fir from the truth are the 
it assertions put forward lately, that the 
ascribes to its head Supreme Temporal as well 
m1 Spiritual Power." 
, we have seen with what strange want of 
and of depth the Pontifical acts of the old 
ie world are transferred per saltum to a world 
ceased, in its public life and laws, to be 
I may almost say, to be even Christian. 
, I have shown, I hope, what are the 
of the Church to the Civil Powers of the 
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reason of the Divine constitution of the Churc>—#, 
and have been declared by Councils, not only befcomm-e 
the Council of the Vatican, but before the Council «of 
Trent; and, therefore, that to charge upon thame 
Vatican Council a change in these relations is met 
only an assertion without proof, but an asserticama 
contrary to historical fact. 
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CHAPTER III. 
AGGRESSIONS OF THR CIVIL POWER. 
‘Mk. Grapsroxe say 

‘This the peculiarity of Roman theology that, by thrast~ 

‘img itself into the temporal domain, it naturally, and even. 
nes , comes to be a frequent theme of political dis~ 
on. ‘Lo quiet-minded Roman Catholics it must be a 
tof infinite annoyance that their religion is on this 

ound more than any other the subjectof criticism; more 

than any other the occasion of conflicts with the State and 
Ofcivil disquictude, I fecl sincerely how much hardship 
ir case entails, but this hardship is brought upon them 

er by the conduct of the authorities of their own 


_ His pamphlet from beginning to end bristles with 
‘ame accusations against the Catholic Church, 
whole argument might be entitled, ‘ Reasons to 
that in all Conflicts the Christian Church is 
in the wrong, and the Civil State always in 
ight;” or, ‘On the outrageous Claims’? and* Ex: 
es of Papal Assumptions,* contrasted with the 
nee and Infallibility of Civil States.’ This seems 

be history read upside down ; and not history 
gut also Christianity. I can hardly persuade 







Decrees, p. 9, Midd. pV. hid. p. 25. 
ie 
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My third proposition, then, is, that any collisions 
now existing between the Catholic Church and the 
‘States of Europe have been brought on by changes, 
toton the part of the Church, much less of the Vatican 
Council, but on the part of the Civil Powers, and that 
byreason of a systematic conspiracy against the Holy 
‘Se, No one will ascribe to the Vatican Council the 
on in Italy, the seizure of Rome in 1848, the 
of the Roman State in 1860, the attacks of 
di against Rome, ending with Mentana. And 
e are people who ascribe to the Vatican Council 

each at the Porta Pia,and the entry of the Italians 
Rome. Such reasoners are proof against history, 
gy, and logic. If anybody will persist in 
‘that the two and twenty years of aggression 
the Holy See, from 1848 to 1870, were caused 
Pius 1X., I must address myself to other men. 

Pins IX. has been in collision with those who 
him is true enough. So is every man who 
his own house. Who, I ask, began the fray? 
the Siccardi laws down to the laws of the 
tees, who was the aggressor? [ut where the 
isconcerned logic seems to fail even in reasonable 
other day Prince Von Bismarck told the 
of the Reichstag that they were accomplices 
, and therefore, as he implied, his assassins. 
he affirmed that the war of France against 
was forced on the French Emperor by the 
the Jesuits. Tow providentially, then, 
a2 
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erate change made by the Civil Power of Prussia, 
of the Catholic Church in Germany being 
unchanged. 
will here ask leave to repeat what I stated two 
“In the year 1869 it was already believed that the 
Government, throngh Prince Hohenlohe, had 
systematic agitation against the Council. It was 
n that he had addreased a circular note to the 
n Governments, But the text of that note was 
© far as I know, ever made public. Iam able now 
‘the text in full. It afforda abundant proof of the 
tion here made, that a deliberate conspiracy against 
Council was planned with great artifice and specious- 
ss of matter and of language. Moreover, the date of 
document shows how long before the opening of the 
this opposition was commenced. The Council was 
don December 8, 1869. Prince Hohenlohe’s note is 
w the 9th of the April preceding, that is to say, 
‘ight months before the Council began. Tt rans as 





ur,—It appears to be certain that the Council 
hy His Holiness Pope Pius EX. will meet in the 
December next. The number of prelates who 
d it from all parts of the world will be much’ 
n at any former @ouncil. This fact alone will 







ga to an (eumenical Council, ‘Taking cireum- 

o consideration, it appears to me indiapensablo 
nent to give it their attention, and it is 
‘view that 1 am about to address to you some 


| not probable that the Council will occupy itself 





} 
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their duty to invite the serions consideration both of the 
Bishops who are their subjects, and of the future Council, 
to the ead consequences of such o premeditated and 
‘*ystematic overturning of the present relations between 
Church and State. It cannot, indeed, be denied that it is 
& matter of urgency for Governments to combine, for the 
Purpose of protesting, cither through their agents in 
Rome, or in some other way, against all decisions which 
fixe Council may promulgate without the concurrence of 
the representatives of the secular power, in questions 
W Rich are at the same time of a political and religious 
Teratore. 

*“T thought that the initiative in so important a 
"eatter should be taken by one of the great Powers; but 
fe<ot having as yet received any communication on this 
‘Sex bject, I have thought it necessary to seek for a mutual 
eaderstanding which will protect our common interests, 
‘Sed that without delay, seeing that the interval between 
tEx ix time and the meeting of the Council is xo short. T 
*Exerefore desire you to submit this matter to the Govern- 
Mement to which you are accredited, and to ascertain the 


views 


, in order to enlighten the Holy See as to the 

**Attitude which the Governments of the Continent will 
*Ssiume in reference to the Qenmenical Council; or 
Welether conferences composed pf representatives of the 
States concerned would not be considered as the best 

‘Mans to bring about an understanding between their 


Governments. 
**T authorise you to leave a copy of this despatch with 
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also were framed; they were intended 
) answer, that the action of the Council, if it 
ete define the Infallibility of the Roman Pontiff, 
be irreconcilable not only with Catholic doctrine, 
‘Int with the security of Civil Governments. In due time 
theanswers appeared, leaving no doubt that both the ques- 
‘tims and the replies were inspired by one mind, if not 
a by one and the same hand. 
‘We have already seen that Prince Hohenlohe, Presi- 
dat of the Council and Minister of Foreign Affairs in 
wid, addresaed « letter to the French and other Ca- 
Governmenis, calling on them to interfere and to 
ob the “ feurful dangers” to which the Couneil would 
the modern world. Next, the Spanish Minister, 
» hoped that the Council would not meet, or at 
d “not approve, sauction, or ratify the Syllubus, 
is in contradiction with modern civilisation.” He 
i threatened the Church with the hostility of a league 
d by the Governments of France, Italy, Portugal, 
and Bavaria. An Italian infidel then took up the 
proposed an Anti-CEcumenical Council to meet 
A French infidel was invited, who promised 
soul should be present, and said: “ It is an effica- 
and noble idea to aszemble a council of ideas to op- 


— OF THE CIVIL POWER. 

















cratic obstinacy, on the other the human mind. 

jan mind is a divine mind, its rays on the earth, 
above. . . . If I cannot go to Naples, neverthe- 

ll be there, My soul will be there. I cry, 
and I squeeze your hand.” The reader ‘will 
- repeating this trash, which is here inserted 
jhow how the liberals and infidels of Europe rose 
he instigation of Dr, Dillinger to meet the coming 
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he same moment, while France was attacking the 
of the Pope's Infullibility, the Protestant Chan- 
Austria, Count Von Beust, addressed himself to 
}of the Schema published in the Augsburg Ga~ 
h he declared would “ provoke deplorable con- 

n the Church and State.” 


Council to prevent the definition. 
source of this opposition, then, was Munich. The 
beyond ali doubt, was one who in his earlier 
shad been greatly venerated in Germany and in Eng- 
‘Trath compels me to ascribe to Dr. Dillinger the 
tiative in this deplorable attempt to coerce the Holy 
and to overbear tho liberty of the Bishops assembled 
Prince Hohenlohe is assuredly no theologian. 


documents published by him came from another mind 
‘mil hand. Such was the opposition before and during the 


Hist t have hitherto said to prove the conspiracy of 
ean Governments, and the intrignes of the 

lies against the Council, both before the as- 

and during its sessions, would not have been 

if the Diary of the Council by Professor Friedrich 
sooner come into my hands. T have been feeling in 
< for proofs which he brings to light by # series of 
confessions. I had always believed in the 

; but I never knew how systematic and how 

i it was. I had always known that the 
yain-glory of German scientific historians was its 

ti 3 but I never before imagined the stupen- 

or tho malevolent pride of its professors, A 

of Professor Fricdrich’s Diary, by some strong 

nd, has appeared lately in one of our journals, 

ot refrain from giving certain passages in final 

on of whut I have said above, 
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or that the fiercest party strife would not break it up 
into sects? But what an opportunity for the compact 
mass of the Catholic Church as opposed to these dis- 
membered elements, &c.' ‘This lets in light. 
Bishop Ketteler then sums up: ‘ These confessions 
of a pretended Liberal deserve notice. 
*First, the Protestant Church is “an essential 
Political agent,” and especially so by her opposition to 
Catholicismn. 
*Secondly, the Protestant Church eannot endure 
freedom and independence. ‘After separation from 
the State it would be ‘dismembered.’ The High 
Consistory of Berlin would scarcely survive a day.” 
‘Thirdly, out of these dismembered elements an 
fmerease would fall to the Catholic Church. Prinei- 
ples truly Liberal. No longer shall the power of 
truth under the protection of equal freedom decide 
between the different creeds. In the hands of the 
Liberals the Protestant Church is to become 2 “ poli- 
| tical agent,” “a tool of the State,” to fight against 
Catholicism. Even liberty of conscience on the part 
of the people is to be destroyed to avert the danger of 
their turning to the Catholie Church, 

‘Lastly, Dr. Friedberg refused to separate the 
Church from the State, because it would be “aseverity 


fh 
and an injustice,” forsooth, to the Old Catholics, Uf 


Fear-Book of the German Empire. By De, F-von Yolzendoeth, 


sap sc 


ha 
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‘The sum of all, Bishop Ketteler says, 


State will rogard the Church as a historical ostab- 
institution, which may be very useful to the State 


or the-first reason the Church shall be not only 
‘but also be authorised hers Stato. For the 


, the proximate means of accomplishing this 
of the Pontine Marshes is ‘the inward and 
release’ of the Clergy from all dependence 
ers ‘outside our nation,’ and ‘strangers to 
consciousness ;’ that is to say, a spiri- 

5 against the Church throughout the 

, or our German consciousness ‘against Christi- 


¢ inward release of the Clergy is to be effected 
their education ’ (pp. 29, 30). Their eduea- 
as follows:— © 
ry Priest is to go through an examination 
ba German College. 
He is to study Theology for three years in a 
State University. 








First, that any fit and worthy Priest may be 
kept out of the cure of souls and all 
_ spiritual offices by the veto of the State. 

~ Second, that nny untit or unworthy, any im- 
moral or heretical, Priest, may be supported 
in defiance of his Bishop, to the scandal 

of the Church and the perdition of Souls. 
unlimited veto is an unlimited right of 


kind of man will grow up out of the soil 
‘iversities, and under the sun of State 
eo? 

Priest of fidelity to the Church and of per- 

al dignity of character will sell or lend himself to 
‘despotism ? 

have read lately a little too much of the 

and servility’ and ‘degradation’ of the 

 Episcopate. What is the ideal of a Bishop 

who aséail the Vatican Council and sympathise 

he Old Catholics? By these laws the Clergy 

ps are liberated or released from the foreign. 

nof Rome. ‘The Pope cannot suspend one 

But the Royal Court may depose them 

Dr. Reinkens, with his sixteen thousand 

» under the Falck Laws, independent, 

and manly? Is the Archbishop of 

his prison, pliant, servile, and degraded? 

us to me to ‘ put light for darkness, and dark- 
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State press, or State school, or State Church, all 

er would transplant the old despotism of the 
sto Germun soil’ (p. 49). 

_ He coneludes in these words :— 


‘Finally, these laws are in their whole substance revolu- 
eeiaaidin Genial of tho historical positive davélopmant 
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es, of the people. They will bring about a conflict 
Catholic Church, with its essential constitution 
doctrines ; they attempt to force upon the Catholic 
h a constitution similar to that of the Protestant 
ar By placing all earthly power in the hands of 
man they introduce the system of the heathen despot- 
into Germany. 
God guard ovr German Fatherland from the 
us consequences of such laws.’ 


Before this noble protest was published these 
became law. I hope no Englishman will now 
the conflict in Germany was brought on by 
ch. The pretext of Vatican Council is as 
tly false as the plea of the wolf against the 
‘Such, then, are the Fulck Laws; and T have 
part of Mr. Gladstone's ‘Expostulation’ with 
s than the following words :— 














‘@m not competent to give any opinion upon the 

of that struggle. ‘The institutions of Germany, 
relative estimate of State power and individaal 
-are materially different from ours,’ 


1 The Vatican Decrees, Ge. pr AB. 
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“Now, the last: point on which T will dwell is this: that 

Ys the Church of God has created—and that specially 
through the action of the Supreme Pontiffs in their civil 
mision to the world—this vast and fair fabric of Christian 
Burope, so it has perpetually sustained it. Tusk, what 
has given it coherence ? What is it that has kept alive 
the governing principle among men, but that pure faith 
érknowledge of God which has gone forth from the Holy 
Ses, and has filled the whole circumference of Christendom? 
has bound men together in the respect due to 
THntual rights, but that pure morality which was delivered 
tothe Church to guard, and of which the Holy See is the 
Supreme interpreter? These two streama—which, as 
S+ Cyprian says in his treatise on the unity of the Church, 
like tho mys that flow from the sun, or like the 
that rise and break from the fountain—illumi- 

and inundated the whole Christian world. Now, I 

ty, but tho infialli- 

‘and finally in the 

Werson of the Vicar of Josus Christ? It will rather 
Belong to the next lecture to note how, by contrast, this 
ammy be proved, and how those “nations, which have 
ted themselves from the unity of the Catholic 

, and therefore are in opposition to the temporal 
Sesagel of Rome, have lost these two great principles 
thelr preservation. I ask, then, what has preserved 
Europe, but the EERE of obedience—the 

Peeept of submission, which has been taught throughout 
‘the whole of its circuit by the Church of God, especially 
the mouths of its Pontiff’? By them subjects 

‘Wire been taught obedience and rulers have learned 
Pistice, What, T ask, has limited monarchy? What has 
‘Wide monarchy a free institution, and supreme power 
‘Sungatible with the personal liberty of the people, but the 
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In the very same chapter from which Mr. Glad- 
ttone has quoted, at page 46, the following state- 
ments occur at pages 32 and 33 :— 

(1) ‘Our Divine Lord committed to His Church 
and to His Vicar—the head on earth of that Church— 
His Spiritual sovereignty, reserving to Himself His 
Temporal or providential sovereignty, . . . There- 
fore the Spiritual sovereignty of the Church is a 
Divine institution, and has a power directly ordained 
ef God. (2) There are other powers in the world 
Which are indirectly ordained of God—viz. all tem- 
Pera! sovereignties. .... (3) By an indirect but 
Divine providence our Divine Lord has liberated His 
Viicar upon earth, in the plenitude of His Spiritual 
*owereignty, from all civil subjection. . . . (4) By 

the same Providence—indirect, indeed, but never 
theless Divine—our Lord clothed His Vicar with the 
. (5) Upon the basis 
Lord has raised a 
operation, and there- 
the temporal power of the Pope is a Divine 
©™eHinance, having « Divine sanction, at least equally 
wth every other sovereignty in the world."* It may 
AG be amiss to add, lest it should be thought that 
Statement is merely a private opinion, that the 
TES<t from which I quote was translated into Ttalian, 
im Rome, in 1862, was examined by the censorship, 

tcl printed at the Propaganda press. 

} Temporal Power of the Popet, pp. 92, 98, 
x2 
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civilisation. I cannot think that Mr. Gladstone 
would deny this, or that we have read history, all 
this while, in an inverted sense. 

But there is another sense in which the Temporal 
Power of the Popes—that is, their local sovereignty — 
Kias in an especial manner created modern Europe. 
Yo them and to the Civil Government of the Patri- 

Monies of the Church, when the Byzantine Empire 
hud ceased to protect the West, may be ascribed the 
Christendom of which Charlemagne was the first 
Texnporal Head. From that germ the Christian civi- 
lisextion of Europe has been propagated by Christian 
Marriage, Christian education, and Christian faith. 
Uxatil ‘Luther's mighty trumpet’ was blown it was 
boxand together by unity of faith, unity of worship, 
cl unity of jurisdiction under one Head, and that 
Heead united in himself the twofold character of 
CExzistian Pontiff and n King. Luther's blast. 
Tass brought this down at last. First, by regalism 
im Protestant nations ; and, secondly, by revolution 
i Watholicstates. ‘The principles of 1749 are Luther- 
®S.<m applied to politics. We have already reached 
time of civil marriage, of secular education, and of 

in their public life without Christianity. But 

4 us not think that we have reached our place of rest. 
s 's blast, I fear, has yet more todo. Faith isdying 
*4 of the public life and action of all Governments. 
is hardly a Catholic or « Christian Government 
MEH. The people they govern are divided in religion, 
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comolidated by our Catholic forefathers ; and with 
our English Constitution, of which the solid and un- 
éleken base and the dominant constructive lines are 
Christim and Catholie, We Englishmen were once 
Perfectly one in faith. Luther's blast has given us 
tearly three hundred years of penal laws, bitter conten- 
tions, a ‘bloody reign of Mary,’ a relentless shower, 
indeed, between two sens of blood, in the reigns of her 
fither and her sister; and when these horrors re- 
lied, streams of blood still flowed on for another hun- 
dred years. For nearly three centuries we have been 
divided in politics, because politics were mixed"up 
With religion. Our Legislature teemed with penal 
lives snch as the world had never seen, and that 
@ferinat nearly a half of the English population, We 
Were weakened because we were divided ; haunted by 
Sisspicions of conspiracy, and seared by fancied dan- 
888s, because we were consciously doing wreng, as 
Prvisin is at this day. But now for fifty years we 
hare had peace, because we have common interests, and 
#So]id common weal. The three Kingdoms are without 
*Ssiety and without fear. And why? Because we 
ligswe climinated religious conflicts from our Legiéla- 
beeanse we have learned to be just, because we 
Ie Se Jearned also that the Civil Ruler may punish what 
mn do, but not what men think, unless they issue 
" Zets against the State. All men, so far as con- 
Fence and faith extend, are now equal before the law. 
We manis molested for his religion. Although this is 








TRUE AND FALSE PROGRESS. 137 


throughout the land, we desire to see the Sovereign 
of England reigning by equal laws over a people 
Qaited at least in everything that is right and just 
and lawful in this world, if indeed they must still be 
in higher laws and truths divided. 

One thing is most certain, Catholics will never lend 
© much as a finger or a vote to overturn by political 
action the Christianity which still lingers in our public 
laws, They will cherish all of it that remains in our 
Ppular education. If we could see the tradition of 
eur national Christianity healed of its wounds and 
tken up into the full life and unity of perfect faith 
by the spiritual forces of conviction and of persua- 
fiom, as that supernatural unity was created in the 
begeinning, we should rejoice with thanksgiving; but 
MN Catholic will diminish by a shade the Christianity 
Which still survives. We cannot, indeed, co-operate 
by any direct action to uphold what we believe to be 
@FSneous ; but it will find no political hostility in us. 
They who wish its overthrow would pull it down not 
fa what we think erroneous in it, but for what is true ; 
44 what is true in it we revere as the truth of God. 
Tey our divided religious state the public revenues, once 
Pid into the treasury, have passed beyond the indivi- 
conscience. Thenceforward they fall under the 
impartial administration of our mixed commonwealth. 

4m not responsible for the applicationof them. My 
©Omscience is not. touched if public revenues are given. 
6 & Presbyterian or toa Baptist School. My conscience 
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cither a traitor or a heretic. If Iam a heretic I shall 
doze my soul; but for imputed treason [can only lose 
way life. Ifmen of Mr. Gladstone's age and fame say 
®¥xcs: things, the masses will be very apt to believe 
teem. And if he should also say that Pius IX. and 
Exc whole Episcopate, and the Vatican Council, and the 
Cirgy of England and Ireland, so believe and teach, I 
<==an hardly find fault with a plain man who. says, 
= Your arguments and quotations are above me, but 
E iknow that the Pope and the Church cannot mislead 
==20; they must know the Catholic faith better than 
you. At all costs I must believe them.’ I could 
*20t blame such a man in refusing for so obvious a 
Eason to listen to Mr. Gladstone when he expostu- 
Fates with the Vatican Council. Indeed, I can conceive 
That it will not promote loyalty in England or 
Freland to hold up passages from books written 
©¥en by me in proof that Cad 
their loyalty and their re 
be more likely to choose to err even with me than to 
Serrect their faith at the f any politician. More- 
Ver, they may even be pted to think that if I am 
HF loyal they need not be. It is a dangerous thing 
© ‘tell a flock of many millions that the Pastors they 
trust are, or ought to be, disloyal. They will be apt 
to say, *We do not understand it; but if it be true, 
must be some very strong and sufficient reason.’ 
an conceive that the Catholic peasants in Germany 
Mey have argued in this plain way, even before 
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‘selves, as assuredly they would be to the British 
Expire if our accusers should rekindle old atrifes, 
and as they assuredly will be in the German Empire, 
Whether the policy of Prince Von Bismarck fail or 
Succeed, there can be found no sadder example of 
this disastrous imprudence in statesmen than in the 
tse of Italy. For eight and twenty years a wanton and 
Mischievous aggression against the Holy See has been 
earried on, I say wanton, because it has been with- 
Out a cause. I say mischievous, because it has 
retarded and endangered the unity and independence 
f Italy, and the public and private prosperity of the 
Ttalian people: As Mr, Gladstone has reviewed his 
‘Felation to the Italian question in its bearing on his 
Expostulation, I may do the same, 
At the outset of their task of unifying and vindi- 
ly, the Italian politicians 
Began by assailing the principle of all unity among 
men. They engaged all the pride and all the passion 
®f Italy in a deadly conflict with the special source 
SE all its greatness. Had they worked from that 
€eritre of their moral life, Ttaly at this day would 
havye been united, peaceful, and strong. These are, 
my convictions, but not my words. Neither 
present party which rules Italy, nor the party 
Which has encouraged them in this country, will, 
Perhaps, listen to me. But they will listen, T hope, 
®S one who was an Italian, and a lover of the unity 
ni independence of Italy. Vincenzo Gioberti, in 
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*T therefore donot believe that I deceive myself in affirm- 
ing that every ecientific reform is vain, if it do not make 
‘ehief account of religion, and that every scheme of Italian 
Penovation is null, if it have not for its base the corner- 
‘Stone of Catholicism.’? 


After a contrast of the theoretical abstractions of 
‘Ske Ghibelline party and the practical and popular 
Policy of the Guelphs, Gioberti continues:— 


‘The Ttaly of that day was not the Italy of the ancient 
Boalins, corrupted by the incapacity of the later Emperors, 
geni destroyed by the ferocity of the northern barbarians. 
Ee its stead a new Rome had been created, under the 
Bupices, not of Romulus, but of Peter, not of the Con- 
ral Fathers of old Rome, but of the Episcopate, and of 

_ the councils which are the Patrician order and the Senate 
‘the universal Christendom, The Guelphs, therefore, 
not separate the civil constitution of Italy from the 
and, without confounding the human order 
[ete divine, they believed that God, having privileged 
the Peninsula with the first Seo of the faith, mother of all 
thers... . it ought to exorcise the chief part in the 
Political order of Italy.’ ..<But in this day many 
think otherwise, and in heir opinion the Pope has about 
®5 much to do with the national condition of Italy as he 
pee of China. This comes from the weakness into 
Which foreign influences have led the Papacy, and from 
the Springing up again for the last century of the ancient 
"Pirit of the Nominalists and the Ghibellines, undor 
the form of Gallicanism, Jansenism, Cartesianism, Vol- 
_ ‘airisnism, or under the disguise of rationalism and 
German pantheism, oars by the same principles, and 

















1 Globerti, Primato deg Ttaliani, vol. ii. pp. 28-B1. 
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This is no mere speculation as to what the 
Catholic religion and the Pope may be to Italy, but 
Sstrict historical fact. The Pontiffs have been for 
fourteen hundred years the chief popular power in 
Tuly. Isay popular, not dynastie; not despotic, but 
Gulf. In the fifth century the Pontifls saved Italy 
from the Gothic invasions. St. Innocent I. saved 
Rayenns and Rome. St. Leo saved Italy from Attile, 
and Rome from Genseric. In the sixth and seventh 
Centuries St. Gregory was the chief defender of Italy 
and Rome against the Lombards. ‘The same is true in 
the time of Gregory II. and Adrian L In the ninth, 

fenth, and eleventh centuries the Pontiffs Leo LV. 
8nd Gregory IV. saved Italy from the Saracens, So 
8lso John VILL, John X., Benedict VILL. beat back 
the Saracens, and finally drove them from Sardinia. 
Phe Criisades of Urban II. and St. Pius V. saved Italy 
®nd Europe from the Mohammedan Power, In-the 
reat contest about Investitures, the Pontiffs, from 
Gregory VII. to Calistus IL, saved the Church from 
Subjection to the Empire, and Italy from subjection to 
Germany. The ecclesiastical and political liberties of 
Ttaly were both at stake, and were both vindicated 
together by the action of the Pontiffs. In the twelfth 
8nd thirteenth centuries the liberty of the Italian Com- 
Muunes was saved from the feudal despotism of the 
Hfobenstanfen by the Popes. Alexander IIT. and 
the Lombard League defended popular liberty against 
Prederick Barbarossa. The City of Alexandria is to 
L 
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Binaprees, and to the Imperial family, the Apostolic bene- 
diction. 


* Given in Rome at Santa Maria Maggiore, on the third 
‘ay of May, in the year 1848, the second of our Pontificate, 
* Pros PP. IX.’ 


The following passage, from an impartial observer, 
Will attest what were the intentions and desires of 
Pius x. :— 


‘The opposition of Austria has been constant and 
Gntense from the moment of his election. The spectacle 
©f an Tialian Prince, relying for the maintenance of his 
“Power on the affectionate regard and the national sym- 
“Pathies of his people ; the resolution of the Pope to pursue 
“© course of moderate reform, to encourage railroads, to 
‘©mancipate the press, to admit laymen to offices in the 
State, and to purify the law; but, above all, the dignified 

mdence of action manifested by the Court of Rome, 

filled the Austrians with exasperation and appre- 

There is not the lenst doubt that the Cabinet 

Sf Vienna is eager to grasp at the slightest pretext for an 
™rimoed intervention south of the Po. If such a pretext do 
Mt occur, it is but too probable that it may be created; 
rid any disturbances calculated to lead to such a result 
a at once betray their insidious origin, Meanwhile, 

Be Pope is menaced in Austrian notes, which have some- 
‘tianes transgressed the limits of policy and decorum; and 
he minor Princes of Italy aro terrified by extravagant 
Geatimations of hostile designs entertained against them 
by the National Party, headed by the Pope and the House 
6f Saroy, in order to persuade them that their only xafe- 
Yard is the Austriun army. These intrigues may be 

to the defence of the tottering power 
f Ausiria south of the Alps, for every step made in 
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himself by oath to the existing state of things, 
including, therefore, the violation of the sovereignty 
of the Pontiff. More than this, the existing state of 
the law has invaded the liberties and jurisdiction of 
the Church, It has abolished religious orders and 
institutions, it has harshly turned out their inmates 
Upon a pittance, which, if paid, would not suffice for 
‘food. It has confiscated property, seized upon col- 
leges, abolished theology from the universities, and 
the Christian doctrine from schools. And all this, be 
it remembered, not to meet the distracted state of a 
People who have lost: their religious unity, and must, 
be provided with civil marriage and secular educa- 
tion, but in the midst of a population absolutely 
nd universally Catholic. This, and not what Mr, 
Gladstone, with strange want of acouracy, supposes, 
is what the Syllabus condemns. It nowhere con- 
emmns the civil policy which is necessary fora people 
jessly divided in religion. For us this may be a 
Fleeessity. In Italy itis a doctrine of the Doctrinaires. 
Lo force upon the mited people of Italy that which 
necessary for the divided people of England is a 
“S€niseless legislation, and a mischievous breaking with 
| Ske glorious past of Italy. Ido not now stay to dwell 
™ Pon the unpatriotic and un-Ttalian agitation of men 
ho for twenty-five years have threatened Pius IX, 
violence, and assailed him as the Vampire, the 
‘Canker, the Gangrene of Italy. Such men, from 
; onte to this day, have been the chief hindrance 
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the day to persist in quarreling with the Catholic 
Church and with its Head. But this part of the sub- 
ject has outgrown its proportion. I return, therefore, 
to the proposition I set out to prove,—that by the 
collisions which now exist between the Civil Powers 
and the Church, the Governments of Europe are 
destroying the main principle of their own stability. 
And I must add that they who are rekindling the old 
fires of religious discord in such an equal and tem- 
Pered Commonwealth as ours, seem to me to be 
Serving neither God nor their country. 
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‘threaten it with opposition—why has it at such a 
‘ime, in spite of every inducement of policy, and every 
‘ative of interest, and in defiance of every pleading 
of worldly wisdom, persisted in defining the Infalli- 
hility of the Pope—a doctrine which is sure to bring 
down upon the Church the animosities of all its 
_femies without, and the conspiracies of all ite faith- 
members within ?’ ven Mr. Gladstone can see 
this was most impolitic. Why, then, will he accuse 

e Church of always having policy in its eye ? By 
own confession it is not always so: for he is witness 

bit is not so in this case. Why, then, would he 
say 50? I will gladly answer the question he has 


reasons, then, why the Infallibility of the 
Pontiff ought to be defined were publicly 
as follows, in 1869, before the Vatican Council 
and some or all of them, I believe, prevailed in 
ning the Conncil to make that definition :— 
* Those who maintain that the time is ripe, and 
tt such # definition would be opportune, justify 
ir opinion on the following reasons:— 
‘1, Because the doctrine of the Infallibility of the 
ar of Jesus Christ, speaking ex cathedra, in matter 
th and morals, is true. 
Because this truth has been denied. 
Because this denial has generated extensive 
to the truth of this doctrine, which lies at 
of the immemorial and universal practice of 
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The fourth and last chapter of the “ Constitution 
" defines the infallible doctrinal authority 
‘of the Roman Pontiff as the supreme teacher of all 


The chapter opens by affirming that -to this su- 
e jurisdiction is attached a proportionate grace, 
I its exercise is directed and sustained, 

‘This truth has been traditionally held and taught 
ythe Holy See, by the pravis of the Church, and 
the (ecumenical Councils, especially those in 
the East and the West met in union together; 

for instance, the fourth of Constantinople, the 
gond of Lyons, and the Council of Florence. 

‘Tt is then declared that, in virtue of the promise 
our Lord, ‘I have prayed for thee, that thy faith 
il not,” ' a perpetual grace of stability in faith was 
attached to Peter and to his successors in 





‘The definition then affirms “ that the Roman Pon- 
when he speaks er cathedra—that is, when in dis- 
ge of the office of Pastor and Doctor of all Chris- 
by virtue of his supreme Apostolic authority, 
defines a doctrine regarding faith or morals to be 
by the Universal Church—by the Divine assist- 
promised to him in Blessed Peter, is possessed 
it Infallibility with which the Divine Redeemer 
that His Church should be endowed for defin- 


1 St, Luke xxii, $1, 32. 
Mt 
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to the Word of God, that is, to fuith and morals, 
The Church, haying a Divine office to condemn errors 
in fuith and morals, has therefore an infallible assist- 
ance in discerning ae in neg =! false philoso- 


‘T will not eran oes See the eubject- 


determine the limits of its own Infallibility. Hitherto 
© bas not done so except by its acts, and from the 
"PP actice of the Church we may infer to what matter 
ts infallible discernment extends. It is enough for 
the present to show two things:— 
‘Firstly, that the Infallibility of the Church 
s, as we have seen, directly to the whole 
{ amatier of revealed truth, and indirectly to all truths 
7 though not revealed, are in such contact with 
Pevelation that the deposit and morals cannot 
© guarded, expounded, and defended without an 
ible discernment of suc ealed traths. 
_ ‘Secondly, that this extension of the Infallibility 
(SF the Chureh i is, by the unanimous teaching of all 
wt least, theologically certain; and, in the 
«Further, the Church, which, together with the Apostolic office 
SF Leaching, hav received u charge to guard the deposit of faith, derives 
FSxonu God tho right and tho duty of proscribing false scienca, leat 


Sxy shomld be deceived by philosophy and vain decalt (Coloss. 1, 
oe Lomioion om the Catholic Faith, chap. iv. “OF Faith and 
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dmpeccability there is no connection. I should not 

So much as notice it, if some had not strangely 
eBscured the subject by introducing this confusion, 
should have thought that the gift of prophecy in 

‘FSalaam and Caiaphas, to say nothing of the powers 
© the priesthood, which are the same in good and 

eed alike, would have been enough to make such 

©—xfusion impossible. 

| * * The preface to the Definition carefully lays down 
tEnat Tafallibility is not inspiration, * 

* The Divine assistance by which the Pontiffs are 
]“zarded from error, when as Pontifis they teach in 
*¥eatters of faith and morals, contains no new revela- 
Pion. Inspiration contained, not only assistance in 
Writing, but sometimes the suggestion of truths not 

©therwise known. The Pontiffe are witnesses, 
‘Peachers, and judges of ation already given 
©@ ‘the Church; and in guarding, expounding, and 
“< ling that revelation, their witness, teaching, 
acl judgment are by Divine assistance preserved from 

" 
> Twill now answer Mr. Gladstone’s question—why 
) SxS Definition was made, The Vatican Council, then, 
Peso the Infallibility of the Head of the Church, 
if it had failed to do so, the doctrinal authority 
‘> “the Church would have been weakened throughout 


* Petri Privilegium, part iii. pp. 58-60, 66, 78, 84. (Lomg- 
1870.) 
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Sught to be sacred, or any reserve the delicacy 
of which I fully recognise, in going on to state a fact 

of which I am able to give personal testimony. 
_ One day, during the deliberations of the Council, 
‘When the pressure of Diplomatists, andGovernments, 
And journals was at its highest, the Holy Father said, 
“Thave just been warned that if the Council shall 
“Persist in making this definition, the protection of the 
army will be withdrawn.’ After a pause he 
“Added, with great calmness, ‘As if the unworthy 
Viear of Jesus Christ could be swayed by such 
Motives as these.’ I can with perfect certainty affirm 
that ‘policy’ had as little influence on the Council 
Of the Vatican as it had on the Council of Nicwa; and 
_ that toascribe the Definition to policy is as strange an 
_ ®Berration of judgment as to ascribe to the Definition 
occupation of Rome, or the Franco-(rerman war 
Fo the Jesuits aud to the Pope. When men say these 


- Phings, can they believe tl 


tif the Vatican Council, for such motives as these, 
to have abstained from defining the Infulli- 

y of the Head of the Christian Church, the 
of Nicwa ought also to have abstained from 

g the Homiousion. There was violence all 
about it. There was the certainty of a schism. 
the Council eighty Bishops apostatised. They 
pealed, as all heretics ever do, to the Civil Powers, 
Arian Schism was formed ; it was protected by 
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‘consequences of this denial. It is nearly complete in 

‘the rationalism and infidelity of Germany. The 

“Centaria prerogativa’ has a mournful privilege of 

Precedence in the Comitia of unbelievers. It has 

Tun its course, too, in Switzerland ; and I must add, 

‘With sadness, it is running its course in the wide- 

‘Spread doubt which is undermining: the Christianity 

ee Day after day I hear the words, ‘I 

Wish I knew what to believe, and why to believe 

4nything:’ and this from some of the noblest and 

‘Most masculine natures, who recoil from the incoher- 

‘nee and contradiction of teachers who gainsay one 

nother. But here is a subject on which T have no 

toenter. If I were asked to say what is the 

intellectual malady of England and of the 

_ World at this day, I should say, ubiquitous, universal 

abt, an uncertainty which came in like a flood 
the rejection of the 

uncertainty has already led multitudes to an 

rejection of Christianity; and they have not 

even in Deism. They have gone on to the 

even of natural religion. ‘They have no 

y that they have a conscience, or a will, or a 

or a law of morality, or that there is a God. 

e hundred years hence, when men look back 

the Council of the Vatican, as they now look 

upon the Council of Trent—I will say even 

years hence, when the noise and dust of the 

nt conflict is lnid,—they who have faith left in 
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ot that his impeachment will be withdrawn. 
mind is too large, too just, and too upright 
to acknowledge an error, when he sees that 
be has been misled, It is also too clear and too 
fe not to perceive that such is now the fact. 
see in this the augury of a happier and more 
future than if this momentary conflict had 
arisen. We shall all understand each other 
Onur civil and religious peace at home will 
firmer by this trial. 3 
the great German Empire shall only learn in 
thirteen millions of contented Catholic subjects, 
ciled as they still may be by a return of just laws, 


give a support to its unity which nothing can 


Tf Ttaly shall only come to see that the 
minh question’ is, and for ever will be, a 
ce of weakness, contention, and danger to its 
re; and, secing this, shall solve it peacefully, 

y alone can do, by undoing its un-Catholie 
therefore un-Italian policy, then its unity and in- 
ee will be secured by the spontaneous co- 
tion of a united people, gathered around the 
of all its Christian glories. Such a solution 
then be consecrated by the highest sanctions 
ith. If wise counsels prevail, and wise friends 
shall gain its car, it may be again what once 

s, the foremost people in the Christian world. 
lastly, for ourselves, our world-wide Empire 
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cannot turn back upon its path without disint 
Tt is bound together, not by material force, bi 
moral bond of just laws and the glad cons 
free people. But justice and freedom cannc 
asunder, ‘They flow from one source; the 
kept pure only by the same stream. Th 
come down to us from our Christianity. Di 
we,are, we are a Christian people still. By 
conflict ony Christianity will waste away a: 
fretting a garment. By religious peace, al 
true, and jvise, and just, and Christian, will 
petuaiiy multiplied, binding indissolubly in 
men and all races of our Imperial Commonw 
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APPENDIX A. 
s I. Pranavis rex Franctam consriruris. 
A.D. 1200. 


Tile, qui nihil ignorat : et in/ra. 
pete aliquis, quod jurisdictionem ilustris Regis 
aut rminuere intendamus, cum ipse 
am nostram nec velit, nec debeat impedire. 
Dominus dicat in Evangelio, ‘8i peceaverit in te 
tuns, vade et corripe eum inter te et ipsum solum: 
audierit, Iucratus eris fratrem tuum: si te non audierit, 
tecum unum yel duos, ut in ore duorum vel triam 
stet omne verbum. Quod si te non audierit, dic 
e: si autem Ecclesiam non audierit, sit tibi sicut 
et publicanus.”’ Et Rex Anglim sit paratus 
ter ostendere, quod Rex Francoram peccat in 
et ipse circa eum in correctione processit secundum 
a Byangelicam, ct tandem qaia nullo modo profecit, 
Eoclesi. Quomodo nos, qui sumus ad regizhen univer 
Ecclesia superna dispositions yvocati, mandatum 
possumus non exaudire, ut non procedamus secun- 





tro, sufficientem in contrarium rationem osten- 
on enim intendimus judicare de feudo, cujus ad ipeus 


Matt, xviii. 15-17. 











~ Corpns Juris Canonici, Hxtravag. Commun. lib. i. 
De Majoritate et Obedientia, cap. i. 


Cremextis V. Dirtoma, a.v. 1806, 

us Hpiscopus, ete. Ad perpetuam rei memoriam. 
roit earissimi filii nostri Philippi regis Franeorum 
is sincer devotionis ad nos et Neclesiam Roma- 


meruit insuper fida regnicolarum pietas, ne 

is sincoritas, ut tam regnum quam regem favore 
prosequamur. Hine est quod nox dicto regi et 
per definitionem seu deelarationem bons memorin 
iifkcii PP. VIIL, predecessoris nostri, que incipit Taam 
n, nullam volumus vel intendimus prejudiciuam 
Nec quod per illam rex, regnum, regnicole 
amplins Ecclesiw sint subjecti quam antea ex- 
Sed omnia intelligantur in eodem esse statu 

t ante definitionem priefutam, tam quantum ad 

m quam etiam quod regem et regnum superins 


tum Tugduni kulendixs Februarii, pontifientus 
| anno primo. 
Labbe, Concitia, sub ann. 1305, tom. xiv. p. 1374, 


ed. Ven. 1781. 
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poral lord, and were nevertheless subject to the temporal 
for the sake of their Eternal Lord.’* 

St. Maurice, the invincible martyr, the captain of the 
Theban Legion, had this before his eyes when, as St. 
Eucherius relates, he gave his answer to the Emperor :— 
*WWe are your soldiers, O Emperor, but nevertheless, 
We are free to confess, the servants of God. . . . And now 
We are not driven into rel , even to save our lives, for 

we have arms in our hands, and we do not fight, 
mse we have the will to die rather than to slay.” 

‘This loyalty of the first Christians to their princes is the 
T2Ore conspicuous if we consider with Tertullian, that 

june at that time ‘were not wanting in numbers and 
Strength if they had wished for open war. We are but of 
¥ @sterday, and we are found everywhere among you, in your 
ities, islands, strongholds, towns, public places, in your 
em pe, your tribes, your companies, in your palaces, your 
S<nate, and your forum. . . . For what warfare should we 
have been able and willing, even at great odds, who 
S<> readily offer ourselves to if our religion did not 
Blige us rather to dic than to slay? .. . If we, so largo 
& mumber as we wre, had bro! en away from you and gone 
> some distant corner of the world, the loss of so many 
SLtivens, oven such as we aro, would have put your empire 
to Shame, nay, would have punished you by the very loea. 
WV ithout doubt you would have been daunted in your 
SOlitade. . . . You would have asked over whom you were 
ruling: more enemies would have been left than citizens: 
it now you haye fewer enemies, owing to the number of 

; is 


These luminous examples of immovable loyalty to 
Princes, which necessarily followed from the holy precepts 


1 St. August. in Palm exxiv. n. 7. 
* Tortullinn iw Apolog. cap. xxxvil. 
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faxactions of the Holy See and the Episcopate, and so 
8A Ging to their temporal rule the spiritual government of 
sora. Not only have they possessed thomselves of the 
of all public schools, and of the administration 
©f all pious foundations, but thoy have destroyed all 
Txcomustic, capitular, and ucclesiastical institutions, claimed 
thre right to regulate the parochial system, the preaching 
©f the Gospel, catechizing, confessions, first communions 
©f childron, tho colebration of public worship, proceasions, 
bearials and benedictions, and even extended their jurisdic~ 
ti<on to matrimonial causes. More than this, by the 
Feral Constitution, which the recent revolutionary Iawa 
heave just extended to the Catholic cantons, contrary to 
will of the populations as expressed by the vote of 
*=% immense majority, the State has virtually and in- 
ly suppressed the Catholic Church by the introduc. 
*2<Sxa of that article of the Federal Code by which the 
© <Lesiastical jurisdiction is abolished. (Art, 58.) 

Finally, in five cantons of the Diocese of Basle, the 
Sexe Folic populations have lost all liberty of worship in a 
PRO or less degree. 

Since the Council of the Vatican more especially, the 
See against the Church has been waged with greater 
®<SEmony in the Diocese of Basle, and since the victories 
ma, Prussia, our enemies have acted more openly. The 

& governments of Soleure, Argovie, Basle-Campagne, 
and Thurgovie have sent their delegates to an 

ibly calling itself a Diocesan Conference, composed 

of ecclesiastics, but in great part of Protestants, and, 

Sf Jay-Catholics notoriously hostile to the Church. Such 
= boiy of course possessed no legal authority, bub not- 
Writhstanding ite patent incapacity, it committed, among 
Hany other illegal and unjust acts, that of pronouncing 
® sentence of deprivation against the Bishop of Basle, 
nm the 20th of January, 1873. The principal offence 
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wiastein and the Chapters of Schommenwerth 
Bishopric of Basle at Soleure. In the other 


the Catholics have much to suffer. 

Diocese of Basle includes seven cantons—vix. 
Aryovie, Thurgovie, Basle-Campagne, Berne, 
and Zug. The two last-named cantons are 
and possess a just: government. In the other 
the mujority is Protestant. To these must be 


which form part of the same diocese. 

Diocese of Basle comprises 430,000 Catholics and 

Protestants and other denominations. It contains 
ts, only seven of whom have become Old Catholics. 


to the point of prescribing what authoremare to be 
by ecclesinstical students in the seminary! The 
was not even free to appoint the superior and his 
nts, but was obliged to obtain the * Placet’ of the 
for such nominations, as well as for his Pastoral 
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VATICANISM. 


I. INTRODUCTION. 


i number and quality of the antagonists, who have 
en drawn into the field on the occasion offered by my 
act on the Vatican Decrecs,* and the interest in the 
thject which has been manifested by the public of this and 
| many other countries, appear to show that it was not 
(opportune. The only special claim to attention with 
thich I could invest it was this, that for thirty yeara I 
WW striven hard, together with others, to secure a full 
feasure of civil justice for my Roman Catholic fellow- 
(untrymen, and that I still retained the convictions by 
Wich these efforts had been prompted. Knowing well 
& general indisposition of the English mind, amidst the, 
Sssing demands of our crowded daily life, to touch any 
dject comparatively abstract and remote, I was not 
{prised when many journals of great influence, reflect- 
§ this indisposition, condemned the publication of the 
fet, and inspired Roman authorities among us with 
vain conception that the discussion was not practical 
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sSharges have beon made against tho Catholies of Eng- 
Tend” Bishop Clifford, in a pastoral letter of which I 
Belly coknowledzo the equitable, restrainedjand Christian 
‘Syirit, says T have proclaimed that sinee the Vatican 
Doerees were published “it is no longer possible for 
‘Beglish Catholies to pay to aoe temporal sovereign a 
full ond undivided allegian . 5). 
Tam obliged to assert 
Fx has apprehended 


and is, whether they do. 
question open to doubt ; 


Words “ the Papal | 
(®. 9). Unable as 1 


account the more 


derstood. ae 


d atiekn tees It ik be affec- 
*Attion to exclude from my language and meaning its con- 
Trivers and conscious promoters. But here in my mind, 
3 well as in my page, anything approaching to censure 
Stops. ‘The Vatican Decrees do, in the etrictest sense, 
‘Sstablish for the Pope a supreme command over loyalty 
Send civil duty. ‘To the vast majority of Roman Catholic 
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ras a much greater event even than the partial 
John Weeloy, the only case of personal loss 

the Church of England, since the Reformation, 

at all compared with it in magnitude. Ido 

its effect upon the mere balance of sehools 

in the Church ; that is an inferior question, I 

9 its effect upon the state of positive belief, and 
titude and capacities of the religious mind of Eng- 
Of this, thirty years ago, he had the leadership ; an 
ad power from which none but himself could eject 


“ Quis desiderio sit pudor aut modus 
‘Tam cari capitis?” 


“Kt has been his extraordinary, perhaps unexampled 
Gt, af a critical period, first to give to the religious 
it of his time and country the most powerful im- 
which for a long time it had received from any 

1; and then to be the main though, without 
fnyoluntary cause of disorganising it in a manner 


I 
i 
} 
a 
a 
ig 
, 
y 


f not only severed but conflicting bands, 
~ My duty calls mo to deal freely with his Letter to the 
Dike of Norfolk, But in doing so, I can nover lose the 
| Féeollection of the perhaps ill-appreciated greatness of his 
Tife and works. Ido not presume to intrude into 
sanctuary of his present thoughts; but, by reason of 
life and those works, it seems to me that there is 
thing we must look upon with an affection, like 
#f Americans for those Englishmen who lived and 
ght before the colonisation, or the severance, of their 
Nay, it may not be presumptuous to eay we have 
ory right in the better half of him. All he pro- 
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) malaria in the court of Rome. That a 


and a subsequent reception by the Church 
That antecedently to the theological defini- 


‘duty. they are entirely 
= the Pastoral of 


ri but who does not seruple to write as follows >— 


this country decide to go to war, for any cause whatsoever, f 
my own opinion os to the justice or policy of that war, bub 
do all that nme lies to bring victory to the British standard. 
rs be any Parliamentary or Municipal election, and any Priest 
op. backed by Archbishop and the Popo, advise me to take a 
line of action, avd 1 conceive that the opposite course is 
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ove all, that the bases on which they work should 
fully and unflinchingly exposed: Nor can I quit 
of the subject without these remarks, The 
views of Archbishop Manning on the present 


ms of a gentleman, who denies liberty of conscience, 
erts the right to persecute when there is the power; a 
which, indeed, the Prelate has not himself disclaimed, 


are, every one of them, uttered subject to the 
inition that, upon orders from Rome, if such orders 
issue, they shall be qualified, or retracted, or 


“ A breath can wmmake them, as a breath has made” 


But even apart from all this, do what we may in 
xternal developments, it is not in our power 
neutralise the mischiefs of the wanton aggression of 
Dupon the libertics—too scanty, it is excusable to think 
ich up to that epoch had been allowed to private 
ms in the Roman communion, Even in those parts 
Christendom where the Decrees and the present atti- 
Wie of the Papal Sce do not produce or aggravate open 
with the civil power, by undermining moral liberty 
‘impair moral responsibility, and silently, in the 
m of generations if not even in the lifetime of 

L nals, tend to emasculate the vigour of the mind. 
Ti the tract on the Vatican Decrees I passed briefly 
those portions of my original statement which most 


* ' Essays,’ edited by Archbishop Manning, pp, 401-5, 463. 
ce 
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lay within the province of theology, and dwelt prin: 
on two arain propositions. 

I, That Rome had reproduced for active service 
doctrines of former times, termed by me “rusty 
which she was fondly thought to have disused. 

II. That the Pope now claims, with plenary aut! 
from every convert and member of his Church, t] 
“shall place his loyalty and civil duty at the me 
another :” that other being himself. 

These are the assertions, which I now hold 1 

. bound further to sustain and prove. 


THE RUSTY TOOLS. THE SYLLABUS. 


TL THE RUSTY TOOLS. THE SYLLABUS. 


1. dés Contents. | 
2, Its Authority. 


Writ regard to the proposition that Rome has refur- 
Bished her “rusty” tools, Dr. Newman says it was by 
Pes tools that Europe was rht into a civilized con- 
ition: and thinks it worth le to ask whether it is 
| Sexy wish that a so sharp, and expressions so high, 
SBaould be of daily use.* 

I may be allowed to | ply to the remark I have 
ted, that I have nowhere presumed to pronounce a 
eneral censure on the | of the Papacy in the 
Seaidile ages. That is question, reaching far 
eyond my Knowledge or capacity. I 
be justly said in praise, 

‘Szinnot view the state 
reated the civilization of Kt 


Selection of evidence, : ggeration of what 
that evidence imports, and upon an “invincible ignorance ” 
48 to all the rest. 

Many things may have been suited, or not unsuited, to 
Puile fintes and indeterminate ideas of political right, the 
Feproduction of which is at the least strange, perhaps even 
Monstrous. We look back with interest and respect upon 
Sur carly fire-arms as they rest peacefully rnged upon 


* Dr. Newman, p. 32. 
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1. The Contents of the Syllabus. 


My representation of the language of the Syllabus has 
been asailed in strong terms. T proceed to defend it; 
| S¥sserving, however, that my legitimate object was to 
| ®€aie in popular terms the effect of propositions more or 
Tees technical and scholastic: and, secondly, that I did 
eo present each and every proposition for a separate 
ALsspproval, but directed attention rather to the effect of 
Exe document as a whole, in a qualifying passage (p. 13) 
"> hich no one of my critics has been at the pains to notice. 
Nos. 1-3.—The first charge of unjust representation is 
Bic.” I have stated that the Pope condemns (p. 2) 
| Edorty of the press, and liberty of speech, By reference 
(2a the original it is shown, that the right of printing and 
| ==geeaking is not in terms condemned universally; but 
“Sally the right of each man to print or speak all his 
FRooughts (2x08 conceptus quoscungue), whatever they may 
“Ese. Hereupon it is justly observed, that in all countries 
Bere are laws against blasphemy, or obscenity, or sedition, 
ral three, Tt is argued, then, that men are not allowed 
Be right to speak or printall their thoughts, and that such 
} extreme right only is what the Pope has condemned. 
Tt appears to me that this is, to use a mild phrase, 
| =Sere trifling with the subject. We are asked to believe 
EE what the Pope intended to condemn was a state of 
| FBings which nover has existed in any country of the 
TSsord. Now, he says he is condemning one of the 
‘commonly prevailing errors of the time, familiarly known 












* ‘The Month’ Dooomber 1974, p. 494. !Coloridgo, * Abomination 
y’ P- 20, Bishop Ullathorna, * Pastoral Lotter,” p. 16, 
‘Bt. Angustine’s, p. 15. Dr. Newman, pp. 59, 72, in some 
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refer; but the matter of it is nothing abstract or imagi- 
mary, it is actual freedom of thinking, speaking, and 
printing, as it is practised in a great civilized and 
Christian empire. repel, then, the charge against me as 
no better than a verbal subterfuge; and] again affirm that 
in his Syllabus, as in his acts, the Pope has condemned 
liberty of speech and liberty: of the press: 

No, 5.—1 have stated that the Pope condemns “ those 
Who assign to the State the power of defining the civil 
Fights (jura) and province of the Chureh,” Hereupon it 
is boldly stated that “the. civil is @ pure interpola 
tion.”* This statement Dr. Newman's undertaking tempts 
him to quote, but his sagacity and scholarship save him 
from adopting. Anticipating some cayil such as this, I 
tok care (which is no to place the word jura in 

. I now affirm that my translation is correct, 

4 means, not right at large, but a specific form of right, 
aid in this case civil right, to which meaning indeed the 
word constantly leans. It refers to right which is social, 
Whiive, extrinsic. Jus Aominum situm est in generis 
Mimaki societate (Cic. Tusc. ii. 26). If a theological 
Gefinition is desired, take that of Dens: Aceipitur potissi= 
Mum pro jure prout est i ero, cui debet. satisfiert ad 
@yualitatem ; de jure vic sumpto hie agiturt Tt is not of 
thé fnternal constitution of the Church and the rights of 
its Iembers inter ce that the proposition treats; nor yet 
Of Fis ecclesiastical standing in reference to other bodies ; 
of its rights in the face of the State; that is to say, of 


fir Katholisohes Kirchonrecht” Mainz, 1868, p. 171, 


Archiv 
i 
"The Abomination of Desolation, p. 21, Dr. Newman, pi 87. 
F ‘Trrctatus do juro ot justitia,’ No. 6. 








Bhiections to the toleration of dissidence. 
‘is stronger claim, not the weaker one, which 
So that if there be a fault, it is the fault 


it is still usoful that tho Catholic religion should be 

as the culy State religion to the exclusion of every other." 

he appended remark he observes, that on this acount 

, in 1856, condemned the then recent Spanish 
h tolerated other forms of worship. 

Lam charged, again,t with mistranslating under 

head, The condemnation in the Syllabus is, as I 

ble of being construed to apply to the entire: 


m as it is there given, or toa part of it only. In 
this: “The Episcopate has a certain power not 

conferred by the State, which may therefore 
irawn at the pleasure of the State.” The cone 
n might be aimed at the assertion that such 9 
ists, or at the assertion that it is withdrawable at 
ite leltor venee; the condemn ee 






























i x  ombiguous; 
Baier a mrad poraral xide, Aecrtada 
Side, tis contexa OF tie Bylisbus an) = 


Booattand of speech in all its varied forms 
the title of a nation to resist those, who treat 
over it as a property, and who would 
the people—for example, of the Papal States 
nt independently of or against its will; in 
‘true and only sure titles of freedom in all its 
, rd and outward, mental, moral and political, 

ordinarily understood in the’judgment of this 


gone, I believe, through every particular 
of my account of the language of the 
‘and the Eneyelica. Tf each and all of these 
led, I presume that I need not dwell upon the 

allegations of opponents in respect to those 
where they have not been pleased to enter mpon 


pats ls Wee signe ea 
es aimed at my unacquaintance with 
ions, sarcastic or sincere, that I should 
‘instruction in its elements. ‘To such reproaches 
sacefully and respectfully bow, so soon as I shall 
n convicted of error. But I think I have shown 


nly variations from exact truth, to which T'can 
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Bex is document is addressed by the Pope through Cardinal 
#S—itonelli to all the Bishops of the Christian (Papal) 
werorld, therefore in his capacity as universal Teacher, 

The reasons advanced by Bishop Fessler in the opposite 
Sane appear to be very weak. When the Pope (by 
SSnversion of the 23rd Proposition) declares that preceding 
Peoniifis have not exceeded the limits of their power, and 
Exaye not usurped the rights of princes, Bishop Fessler 
* plies that we are here dealing only with facts of history, 


But the depositions of 

such considerations ; 

harged upon Henry 

when Innocent IT. 

uso for (among other reasons) 
with the extirpation of the 
1 creed itself is chiefly com- 
th as articles of belief. 
asserts, that the acts of 

ts, thereby avers his 

hich those acts of deposition 


_  Fessler’s other object that the form of the rey. 
Dives not set forth th 


’, 


Re Syllabus, in order that the hk body of Latin Bishops 
Smsight have before their eyes those errors and false doc- 
Ezines of the age which the Pope had proscribed, Nor 
SRoes Fessler venture to assert, that the Syllabus is without 
* Foasler, *Vraie ot fausse Infaillibilité des Papes,’ Fronch transl, 
me 60. 
+ Greenwood, ‘ Cathedra Potri,’ iv, 420, 
¢ Bid. v. 546. § Fessler, p, 152. 
v 
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Bound to submit to and obey the Syllabus: the Council of 

the Vatican has made no difference in that obligation of 

©onwience.” He qnestions its title, indeed, to be held 

5 er cathedrd, and this is his main contention against 

Sehulte; but he nowhere denies its infallibility, and he 
Pistinctly includes it in the range of Christian obedience. 

it down that the words of the 

themselves, except as far as 

terms | of the briefs to which 


to the Bishops, by 
it is likely that they 
by no means ; 

‘Order that they may e Syllabus itself ‘what it 
Zs that has been coi Thus then it will be seen 
ritatively substituted for 
tothe Bishops. And if, 
think in some eases is the 
Syllabus widen the pro- 
the wider and not the 
Jess Dr. Newman is more in 
Secretary of the Vatican 

Council, and than the ister of the Pope. 
the ‘Dublin Review,’ a 
organ of Roman opinions, that utterances ex 
Btihedr@* are not the only form in which Infallibility ean 
" Sak: and that the Syllabus, whether ex cathedré or not, 
‘ite it has been uttered by the Pope, and accepted by 
‘the Church diffused, that is to say, by the Bishops diffused, 
& undoubtedly infallible. This would seem to be the 

* «Dublin Review, Jan. 1875, pp. 117, 30. . 

v 
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‘statement briefly given in my tract, That statement wae 

that the English and Irish penal laws against Roman 

@atholies were repealed on the faith of assurances, which 
have not been fulfilled. 

‘Had all antagonists been content to reply with the 

simple ingenuousness of Dr. Newman, it might have been 

7 ‘tion of the subject. I make 

op; for such a reply would 

Newman, struggling hard 

ik, finds that the statement 

ious interpretation 2” 


e ish suiniabere auth to have 

learn the civil duties of British 

#uabjects : and that “no pledge from Catholics was of any 
Value, to which Rome was not a ee 


T ¥ad ventured reluctant! 


fexture, recollect the \ 


minences of the Anglo-papal 

©Smmunion; who, so declares a» Romish organ,* “has 
Ieeeen the mind and shape and express the English 
Catholic position many controversies which have 
@rigen” since 1845, and who has been roused from his 
Pe pose on this occasion only by the most fervid appeals to 
im as the man that could best tesch his co-religionists 
and what to think, The lesson received is this, 
Although pledges were given, althongh their validity 


* Tho Month, Decomber, 1874, p. 461, 




























considers to be the true doctrine of the 
ch, as follows :— 
“Tthen affirm, that this unfailing guide 
(hapa ee 
1 lawful, both combined: what ono decreos, 
}y numerous votes, the other ratifins : 
this undoubted sense the Church relies.”* 
in 1682, the Gallican Chureb, by the first of its 
rejected the sophistical distinction of direct 
authority, and absolutely denied the power 
in temporals, to this article, says Butler, 
hardly a dissentient voice either clerical or lay. 
that this principle is “now adopted by the 
Catholic Church.” + 
the sad condition of the Anglo-Roman body 
nth century. ‘They were ground between 
of the civil power, stern, but substantially 
the ono hand, and the cruel and outrageous 
of the Court of Rome on the other. Even 





us Oates, that Court is largely responsible : and 
that governed it in regard to the oath of 
ee is the very same spirit, which gained its latest 
3 in the Council of the Vatican, 


* ‘The Hind and Panther,” part ii. 
+ Butlor, i, 858, and ii, 20, 
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for themselves hold the tenet. Buta brief 


ter than futile, As we have seen, the Declaration 

h that the Pope had no temporal power in England. 

‘the notorious Bull, Unam Sanctam, it had been 

ly declared ex cathedré that both the tempdral and 

al sword were at the command of the Church, 

it was the office of the Pope, by a power not 

H but Divine, to judge and correct the secular 

The language of the Declaration of 1757 was 

at variance with the language of the Pope, speak+ 

athedra, snd therefore here if anywhere infallible. 

d, therefore, only have been consistently used by 

who for themselves did not accept the tenet, I 

re it will be argued that the infallible part of the 

is only the Jast sentence. It is well for those who 

h that Boniface VIIL is not alive to hear them, 

sentence is introduced by the word “ Porro,” 

ore: a strange substitute for “Be it enacted.” 

ue force of that sentence seems to be : * Furthermore 

é that this subjection to the Roman Pontiff, as here- 

are described, is to be held as necessary for salvation,” 
ot the substance; but an addition to the substance, 

ever, anything had been wanting in this Declara- 

at would have been abundantly supplied by the 
tation of the Roman Catholics of Hingland in 1788-9, 

very important document, which brought about 
passing of the great English Relief Act of 1791, 

eration of the assurances generally, which tnd 


‘ the ibeosibers 10, t acknowledge no infal- 
‘in the Pope.” 
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asked and obtained the relief on the 
that they renounced and condemned the 


objection seems to have been taken at Rome to a 

(we are not told what) of the terms of the Pro- 
mi. he history connected herewith is rather 

given in Butler. But the Protestation itself 
hile the Bill was before Parliament, deposited in 
bh Museum, by order of the. Anglo-Roman body : 


‘t Mid. ti. 136-8, 
$ Ibid. ii. 394, 
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Uhiied Kingdom, and by means of which principally they 
obtained the remission of the penal laws, and admission 
to fill civil equality. We were told in England by the 
Anglo-Roman Bishops, clergy, and laity, that they rejected 
the tenet of the Pope's infallibility. We were told in 
h ine of the Pope's tem- 

indirect, although the 


told in Ireland that 
Roman Catholic faith, 


gi ion was notorious 


was become 
Treland, but 


rfectly wal known to the- 


as. wwe know: expressly with respect. 


and at the date of the Synod of 1810, 
Abandoned the dream of enforcing infallibility on the 
Church, or cle by wilful silence they were guilty of 
Practising upon the British Crown one of the blackest 
recorded in history. 
The difficulties now before us were fully foreseen during 
2 
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om the other, that policy of “violence and change in 
faith" which I charged, and stirred so much wrath by 
Charging, in my former tract. I believed, and I still be- 
Tieve it to be the true, as well as the milder, explanation. 
Tt is for those who reject it to explain their preference 
Tor the other solution of this most curious problem of 
history.* 
And now what shall we say to that colouring power of 
Mmgination with w! 
Landscape of these most 
isa pity the » Bishop: 


le of the Pope's 
surely is not a 

fact notorions to 

n Catholic world, that 
eee Let us 


Alnglo-Roman, or if | it, RoaaAaeENG 
, who in a | lar presumes to term 

sh gentleman, becanse 

p still held the belief 

1 ly of the Roman Catholics 

Of England assur a M that they held ;§ and let us 
Tear which of the resources of theological skill will avail 
6 bring together these in ions and the semper eadem 
9€ Which I am, I fear, but writing the lamentable epitaph. 


“Non bene convoniunt, nee in und sede morantur,” 


* See Appendices D and F, 

+ Dr. Newman, p. 17. $ Seo Appendix D. 

eee Me Petre to the ' Times’ of Nov, 15, 1874; of Bishop 

Woanghan, Jan. 2, 1875. | Ov. Metamorph. 
ER 
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W. THE VATICAN COUNCIL AND THE INFALLIBILITY 
OF THE POPE, CONTINUED. 


| 


Breach with History, No. 2. 


TSa single instance, I have to express my regret for a 
Statement made with culpable inadvertence, It is in 
p.28, where I have stated that the Popes had kept up their 
lehim to dogmatic infallibility with comparatively little 
| for well-nigh one thousand years.” T cannot 
fe¥e account for so loose an assertion, except by the fact 
(Ghat the point lay out of the main line of my argument, 
(22d thus the clip of the pen once made escaped correction. 
4OF the claim to a supremacy virtually absolute, which I 
‘combined with the other claim, the statement is true ; for 
(ehis may be carried back, perhaps, to the ninth century 
and the appearance of the false decretals. That was the 
Point, which entered so largely into the great conflicts 
DE the Middle Ages. It is the point which I have 
as the more momentous; and the importance of 
tenet of infallibility in faith and morals seems to me 
arise chiefly from its aptitude for combination with the 
. As matter of fact, the stability, and great authority, 
the Roman Church in controversies of faith were ac- 
Wledged generally from an early period. But the 
of Honorius, to say nothing of other Popes, became, 
from his condemnation by a General Council and by a long 
Series of Popes as well as by other Councils, a matter 50 
Notorious, that it could not fade from the view even of 
the darkest age ; and the possibility of an heretical Pope 
&rew to be an idea perfectly familiar to the general mind 
Of Christendom. Hence in the Bull, Cwn ex Apostolatiis 
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is auch within the truth: that not only had the Latin 

Cherch forborne to adopt the tenet of Papal infullibility, 

tut ikat-she was rather bound by consistency with her 

On principles, as recorded in history, to repel and re- 

Puliste that tenet. I refer to the events of the great 

Jouncil of Constance. And the 

f ard to that epoch will 

wko be proof of my eral allegation that the 
Clarch of Rome does 1 


tho former tract, 
ology : but the 
to take up. 


Jed two if not three mew 
|; the two articles of the 
Infallibility ; with 
an obligation, the 


d commands, even where 
ain of faith, morals, and the 
of the Church, This law is 

Mow for the first time, I believe, laid down by the joint 
nd infallible authority of Pope and council. Dr. Newman* 


* Dr, Newman, pp. £5, 53. 
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ith, of morals, and of the discipline and government of 
the Church (idid., and par. iv.). 

That in all ecclesiastical causes he is judge, ‘without 
Appeal, or possibility of reversal (par. iv.). 

That the definitions of the Pope in faith and morals, 
Uslivered ex cathedra, axe irreformable, ex sese, non autem 
e consensu Eeclesice, and are invested with the infallibility 
@ranted by Christ in the said subject matter to the Church 
(ch. iv.). 

Now let us turn to the Council of Constance. 

‘This Council, supported by the following Council of Basle 
Eefore its translation to Ferrara, had decreed in explicit 

Perms that it had from Christ immediate power over the 
“niversal Church, of which it was the representative, 

That all were hound to obey it, of whatever state and 
dignity, even if Papal, in all matters pertaining to faith, 
‘Or to the extirpation of the subsisting schism, or to the 
®eformation of the Church in its head and its members.* 

Tn conformity herewith, the Council of Constance cited, 
8 being itself a superior authority, three Popes to its bar. 
Gregory XI. anticipated his sentence by resignation. 
Benedict XMM. was deposed, as was John XXIII, for 
Bivers crimes and offences, but not for heresy. Having 
thus made yoid the Papal Chair, the Council made the 
Provisions, under which Pope Martin V. was clected. 

Tk is not my chject to attempt a general appreciation of 
hie Council of Constance. There is much against it to be 
said from many points of view, if there be more for it, 

T point out that, for the matter now in hand, the 
‘Uections of fact are clear, and that its decrees are in flat 
‘nd diametrical contradiction to those of the Vatican. 


* Labbe, * Concilia,’ xii. 22, ed. Paris, 1672. 
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this, T presume like the smitten fig-tree, they have 
Femained a dead letter, Lot us examine this allegation ; 
but not that other statement of Archbishop Manning that 
the proceeding was null from the nullity of the assembly, 
the irregularity of the voting, and the heterodoxy of the 
Matier.* The Pope's confirmation covers and disposes of 
alll these arbitrary pleas, Whether itwas given or not, is 
to be tried by the evidence of authoritative documents. 

Tn the record of the Council of Constance we are told 
that, in its Forty-fifth Session, the Pope declared not that 
he confirmed a part of its doctrinal decrees, but “that he 
would hold and inviolably observe, and never counteract 
@m any manner, cach and all of the things which the 
Council had in full assembly determined, concluded, and 
Alecroed in matters of faith (in matoriis fidei).+ And he 
Spproves and ratifies accordingly. 

‘Embracing all the decrees described in its scope, this 
declaration is in tone as much an adhesion, as a confirm- 
‘tion by independent or superior authority. But let that 
Pas, Evidently it gives all that the Pope had in his 
Power to give. 

“Whe only remaining question is, whether the Decree of 
xe Fifth Seasion was, or was not, a decree of faith ? 

Now upon this question there are at least two inde- 
Pendent lines of argument, each of which respectively 
‘rad separately, is fatal to the Ultramontane contention : 
SExis contention being that, for want of the confirmation of 

Martin V., that Decree fell to the ground. 
First; Pope Martin V. derived his whole power to 


-* “Petri Privilogium,’ ii. 05. 
+ Labbo, *Concilia,’ xii. 258, Seo Appendix F for the most impor- 
‘Seknt pasager 
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Wut this is argument only; and we have a more sure 
¢¥iterion at command, which will convict Vaticanism for 
the present purpose out of its own mouth. Vaticanism has 

@ffectually settled this question as against itself. For it has 
declared that the Papal Infallibility is a dogma of Faith 
(divinitus revelatum dogma, ‘Const.’ ch. iv.). But if by 
this definition, the Infallibili ity of the Pope in definitions 
Of faith belongs to | of materia fidet and of 
a qi pertinent ad fidem, the negative of the proposition 
thus affirmed, bei ame subject-matter, belongs 
to the same province. refore seems to follow, by a 
demonstration perfect] 

T. That Pope Mar V rmed (or adopted) 2 
Decree, which declares e dgments and bieeos nt 
the Pope, in matters o 
reformable, and there! c 

2. That Pope P ] med (and proposed) a 
Deeree, which de gments of the Pope, in 
Tatiers of faith and ; be infallible; and these, 
with his other judgme ‘h, morals, and the dis- 

urch, to be irreformable. 

3. That the new: contradicts the old, and again the 

man Church ith history in contradicting 
itsclt, 

4, That no oracle, which contradicts itself, is an 

Tm fallible oracle. 

6, That o so-called GScumenical Council of the Roman 
Gare, confirmed or non-confirmed by the Pope, has, upon 
3s own showing, no valid claim to infallible authority, 

The gigantic forgeries of the false Decretals, the 
eneral contempt of Vaticanism for history, are subjects 

far too wide for me to touch. But for the present I 

leave my assertion in this matter to stand uyon— 
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timne been infallible, a Council was necessary for the 
‘issuing of a definition ; since we are now on matters of 
Mistery, and the real difficulty would be to know where 
‘© dip into the prior history of France without finding 
@eaiter in utter contradiction to the Archbishop's alle- 


r of the Popes 


life, not to civil 


‘France in their 


urch played a great part in 
this also to be read back- 
records? Or, to go a little 
in 1898 withdrew its 

nedict XIII,, without trans- 
): restored it upom eon- 

it, because the conditions 
and so remained until the 


* Cited in Slater's Letters, p. 23, from Hook's * Principia,’ iii. 577. 

7 Continuator of Fleury, * Hist, Eccl,” xxxvi. 387 (Book 169, oh. 84). 

$ Du Chastenst, ‘Nouvelle Histoire du Concile de Constance” (pro- 
Taco); and ‘Prouves,’ pp. 79, 84, seq. 95, 479 (Paria, 1718). 

§ Wleury, * Nouv. Opuso,,’ p. 44, cited in Demaistre, “Du Pape,’ p. 82. 
Soo also Fleury, ‘ Hist. Eool.’ (Book 102, ch. 188), 
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One of the four articles of 1682 simply reaffirms the 
decree of Constance: and as Archbishop Manning has 
been the first, so he will probably be the last person to 
assert, that Gallicanism took its rise in 1682. 

This is not the place to show how largely, if less dis 
tinctly, the spirit of what are called the Gallican liberties 
entered into the ideas and institutions of England, Ger- 
many, and even Spain. Neither will I dwell on the 
manner in which the decrees of Constance ruled for s 
time not only the minds of a school or party, but the 
policy of the Western Church at large, were confirmed 
and repeatedly renewed by the succeeding Council of 
Basle, and proved their efficacy and sway by the remark- 
able submission of Eugenius IV. to that Council. But! 
will cite the single sentence in which Mr. Hallam, writing, 
alas, nearly sixty years back, has summed up the case of 
the decrees of Constance, 

“These decrees aro the great pillars of that moderate theory with 
respect to the Papal authority, which distinguished the Gallioa 
Church, and is embraced, I presume, by almost all laymen, and the 
major part of ecclesiastics, on this side the Alps.” * 


* «list. of the Middle Ages,’ chap. vii. part 2. 


OBEDIENCE TO THE POPE. 


YV. THE VATICAN COUNCIL AND OBEDIENCE TO THE 
POPE. 

Akeumsnop Mansrxa has boldly grappled with my 
Proposition that the Third Chapter of the Vatican Decrees 
Tad forged new chains for the Christian people, in regard 
to obedience, by giving its authority to what was pre- 
Viously a claim of th pes only, and so making it a 
him of the Church. He is astonished at the statement: 
sind he offers* what he thinks a sufficient confutation of 
Tt, in six citations. 

The four last begin with Innocent IT., and end with the 
Wouncil of Trent. Ts Innocent III. and Sixtus LV., 
Simply claim the regimen, or government of the Chureh, 
Which no one denies them. The Council of Florence 
Speaks of plena potestas, and the Council of Trent of 
Suprema potestas, as belonging to the Pope. Neither of 
hese assertions touches the point. Full power, and supreme 
Power, in the government of a body, may still be limited 
Wy law. No other power can be above them. But it does 


not follow that they, ~ ommand from all persons an. . 


“mnconditional obedience themselves empowered by 
Taw so todo. We under the British monarchy, 
‘both with the term supreme, and with its limitation. 

The Archbishop, howeivee quotes a Canon or Chapter 
ofa Roman Council in 863, which anathematises all who 
despise the Pope's orders with much breadth and amplitude 
of phrase. If taken without the context, itfully covers the 
ground taken by the Vatican Council. It anathematises, 


* Archlishop Manning, pp 12, 1. 
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which, a3 they recited in formal terms, the two parties 

fo it had empowered and invited them to settle, The 

point of consent is the only weighty one among the four 

conditions of Dr, Newman, and is the sole point raised by 

Bishop Clifford. Did then Paul III., as arbitrator in the 

ease of Henry VILL, pursue a like procedure? The first 

Words of his Bull are, “The condemnation and exeom- 

L, King of England :” not an 

is nothing at all about 

any body, but a solemn and 

od from God, not from the 

i x from any fraction of a 

Hation; power “ over th s and over the kingdoms, 

fo pluck up and to destroy, to 

Chief over all kings of the whole earth, and all peoples 

POwessing rule.” Exactly similar is the “ arbitration” of 

Pins V. between himself and Elizabeth, to the “arbitra- 

Sion” of Paul ILL. between himself and Henry VILL. 

Archbishop Manning, indeed,* has thrown in a state- 

Ment the utility of w! is hard to understand, that 

Queen Elizabeth “ zed a Catholic.” She was 

had been abolished, and 

d owned in the King that 

title of Headship, which Mary abolished, and which never 

been revived, But Archbishop Manning knows quite 

Well that the Pay ms of right extend to all baptized 

Pergons whatever, a1 Queen Victoria could have no exemp- 
Sion unless it could be shown that she was unbaptized, 

‘The doctrine of the consent of nations is a pure imagi- 


* Archbishop Manning, p. £9. See the Anathemas of the Council 
©F Trent against thos whu deny that herotics, a being baptized 
Persons, aro hound to obedience to the Church. I hope the Aroh- 
Bishop has not ineautiously incurred them, 
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in full,* In the document, as it is there given, will 
the Pope's assertion, that it is his part to pass 
on sovereigns in respect of sin (ratione peccati), 

that he can coerce them by ecclesiastical constraint 
sirictionem). But the text of the brief is, according to 
copy of the Decretals, not given in full; and the 
‘has done the Pope scanty justice. He seems to 
omitted what is the clearest and most important 
‘Pasmge of the whole, since it distinctly shows that what 
8 contemplated i is the use of force. 


“iho Apel sto admonish us to ebuko disturb, and else 







“he says: ‘reprove, intreat, rebuke with all patienoe and doo- 
an Now that we are able, and also bound to coerce, is plain from 
egret the Lord says to the Prophet, who wns ono,0f tho priests of 
\ ‘Behold, I have appointed thee over the nations and the 
Kia that thou mayest tear up, and pull down, and scatter, and build, 
a Be 
_ With regard to Dr. Newman’s limitation of the Proposi- 
| tion, Tmust cite an authority certainly higher in the Papal 
‘Sense, The Jesuit Schrader has published, with a Papal 
‘approbation attached, a list of the aflirmative propositions 
answering to the negative condemnations of the Syllabus. 
 Textract his Article 24 :—t{ 
“The Church has the power to apply external coercion (Gusserem 
z ‘anzucenden); she has also a temporal authority direct and 
‘The remark is appended, “ Not souls alone are subject 
to her authority.” 
All, then, that I stated in the Expostulation, on the” 


® Archbishop Manning, p. 62n. 
| + ‘Corpus Juris Canonici Docrot, Grog. IX.) IL. 1 15. ee 
" Hichter’s od. (Leipsic, 1839). It has tho pretensions, and 
‘the character, of a critical and carefal edition. pip npery tek 
eae ta actin th textnl gutstions 
_ ¢ Schrador, as above, p. 64. 
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Deposing Power, and on the claims of the Roman Church 
to employ force, is more than made good. 

It was, I suppose, to put what Burnet would call a face 
of propriety on these and such like tenets, that one of the 
combatants opposed to me in the present controversy has 
revived an ingenious illustration of that clever and able 
writer, the late Cardinal Wiseman. He held that certain 
doctrines present to us an unseemly appearance, because we 
stand outside the Papal Church, even as the most beautiful 
window of stained glass in a church offers to those without 
only a confused congeries of paint and colours, while it is, 
to an eye viewing it from within, all glory and all beauty. " 
But what does this amount to? It is simply to say, that 
when we look at the object in the free air and full light of 
day which God has given us, its structure is repulsive and 
its arrangement chaotic ; but, if we will part with a great 
portion of that light, by passing within the walls of 4 
building made by the hand of man, then, indeed, it will 
be better able to bear our scrutiny. It is an ill recom 
mendation of a commodity, to point out that it looks the 
best where the light is scantiest. 
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WIL WARRANT OF ALLEGIANCH ACCORDING TO THE 
VATICAN. 


DL. its alleged Superiority. 
2. Its real Flaws. 
SB. Alleged Non-interference’ of the Popes for Two 
Hundred Years. 
Wor satisfied with cl i to give guarantees for alle- 
"> ge¥eance equal to those of their fellow-citizens, the cham- 
Pions of the Vatican have boldly taken a position in 
lvance. They hold that they are in a condition to offer 
better warranty than ours, and this because they are 
"aided by an infallible Pope, instead of an erratic private 
FUdgment; and because the Pope himself is exceedingly 
“= mphatic, even in the Syllabus, on the duties of subjects 
Sowards their rulers. lly, all this is backed and 
Piwveted by an appe luct, “The life and conduct 
©£ the Church for en centuries are an ample gua- 
*semitee for her lo and justice.”* I would rather 
PES t discuss this “ Perhaps the Bishop’s 
peal might shake one who believed: [ am certain it 
auld not quiet one who doubted. 

"The inculcation of obedience under the sanction of 
SKigion is, so far as Iam aware, the principle and prac- 
Xo of all Christian communities. We must therefore look 
*™ little farther into the matter in order to detect the 

Estinctive character, in this respect, of the Vatican. 
- Unquestionably the Pope, and all Popes, are full and 


* Bishop Vaughan, p. 28, 
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and Governments. I do not dispute that their commodity 
3s good, in this country, for every-day tear and wear. 
But as to its ultimate groundwork and principle, on 
which in other places, and other circumstances, it might 
fall back, of this I will now cite a description from one 
Of the very highest authorities; from an epistle of a most 
able and conspicuous Pontiff, to whom reference has 
‘already been made, [ mean Nicholas the First. 

When that Pontiff was prosecuting with iron will the 
Catise against the divorce of Lothair from Theutberga, he 
Was opposed by some Bishops within the dominions of the 
Etnperor. Adventitius, Bishop of Metz, pleaded the duty 
©f obeying his sovereign. Nicholas in reply described his 
Wiew of that matter in a passage truly classical, which I 
translate from the Latin, as it is given in Baronins. 


“You allege, that you subject yourself to Kings and Princes, be~ 
“Atieo the Apostle says ‘ Whether to the king, as in authority’ Well 
{nd good. Examino, however, whether tho Kingu and Princos, to 
Whom you say that you submit, are truly Kings and Princes, Examine 

they govern well, first themselves, then the people under 
hom. For if one bo evil to himeclf, how shall he bo good to othora? 
Examine whether they conduct themselves rightly ax Princes; for 
Ptherwiso they are rather to be deemed tyrants, than taken for Kings, 
Bnd we should resist them, and mount up sgainst thom, rather than 
Be under thom. Otherwisc, if wo submit to such, and do not pnt 
urselves over thom, we must of necessity encourage them in their 
ices. Therefore bo subject ‘to the King, as in authority, in his 
Mirtucs that is to say, not his faults; as the Apostle says, for the 
ake of God, not against God." * 


I cite the passage, not to pass a censure in the case, but 
for its straightforward exposition of the doctrine, now 
Spenly and widely preferred, though not so lucidly ex- 
Pounded, by the teaching body of the Romish Church, 


* Baronius, 4.0. 963, c. Ixx. 
© 
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totally untrve, inasmuch as we are now told in’ the 
Plainest terms (negatively in the Syllabus, affirmatively 
x2 Schrader’s approved conversion of it),® that the Church 
ES Invested with a temporal power direct and indirect, and 
Bias authority to employ external coercion, 

Am I not right in saying, that after all this to teach 
the identity of the claims of Vaticanism with those of 
ther forms of Christianity in the great and grave case of 
omscience against the civil power, is simply to manifest a 

too thinly veiled contempt for the understanding of the 
British community, for whose palate and digestion such 
diest has been offered ? 

"The exact state of the case, as I believe, is this. The 
Tigeht to override all the States of the world and to 
Camoel their acts, within limits assignable from time to 
‘fixe to, but not by those States, and the title to do battle 
Wath them, as soon as it may be practicable and expe- 
dXent, with their own proper weapon and Jast sanction of 
@2<terior force, has been sedulously brought more and’ more 
iteto view of late years. centre of the operation has 
Teen in the Society of Jesuits; I am loath to call them by 
thx cacred name, which ought never to be placed in the 
Pe inful associations of controversy. In 1870, the fulness 

GE time was como, The matter of the things to be believed 
2nd obeyed had been sufficiently developed. But inasmuch 
®== great masses of the Roman Catholic body before that 
refused either to believe or to obey, in that year the 
Beeld stroke was struck, and it was decided to bring mis 
ievous abstractions if possible into the order of still more 
P=Alchicvous realities. The infallible, that is virtually the 
ine, title to command, and the absolute, that is the 


* Schrader, aa above, p. 64. 
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Tn all these cases reference is made, in general terms, to 
Concordats, of which the Pope alleges the violation; but 
he never bases his annulment of the laws upon this 

allegation, And Schrader, in his work on the Syllabus, 
founds the cancellation of the Spanish law, in the matter 
Of ‘toleration, not on the Concordat, but on the original 
inFrerent right of the Pope to enforce the 77th Article of 
thes Syllabus, respecting the exclusive establishment of 
thes Roman religion.* 

"To provide, however, against all attempts to take 
¥eL&uge in this specialty, 1 will now give instances where 
HE question of Concordat enters at all into the case. 

4. In an Allocution of July 27, 1855, when the law for 
flees suppression of monastic orders and appropriation of 
their properties had been passed in the kingdom of Sar 
diraia, on the simple ground of his Apostolic authority, the 
Pope annuls this law, and all other laws injurious to the 
@hheurch, and exeommunicates all who had a hand in them. 

2. In an Allocution of December 15, 1856, the Pope 
Tecites the interruption of negotiations for a Concordat 
With Mexico, and the various acts of that Government 
At=ainst religion, such as the abolition of the ecclesiastical 
Fern, the secularisation of Church property, and the civil 

Permission to members of monastic establishments to with- 
draw from them. All of these laws are declared absolutely 
meal and void. 

#. On the 17th of September, 1863, in an Eneyelical 
Letter the Pope enumerates like proceedings on the part 
€ the Government of New Granada, Among the wrongs 
“Srmmitted, we find the establishment of freedom of worship 
(tejeesque avatholici culths libertas sancita), These and all 


* Schrader, p. 80, 
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which this reference to taxes is omitted. But if this be 
80, is it not an astonishing fact, with reference to the spirit 
of Curialism, that down to the year 1870 these prepos- 
terous claims of aggression should have been upheld and 
from time to time proclaimed? Indeed the new Constitu- 
tion itself, dated October, 1869, the latest specimen of 
reform and concession, without making any reservation 
whatever on behalf of the laws of the several countries, 
excommunicates (among others) — 

1, All who imprison or prosecute (hostiliter insequentes) 
Archbishops or Bishops. 

2, All who directly or indirectly interfere with any 
ecclesiastical jurisdiction. 

3. All who lay hold upon or sequester goods of eccle- 
siastics held in right of their churches or benefices. 

4, All who impede or deter the officers of the Holy 
Office of the Inquisition in the execution of their duties. 

5. All who secularise, or become owners of, Church 
property, without the permission of the Pope. 
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Promulgation of the new Dogma, which had occurred 
since his last meeting with his clergy, was “an event far 
@xiore important than the great change in the balance of 
Power, which we have witnessed during the same interval.”* 
Phe effect of it, described with literal rigour, was in the 
Bast resort to place the entire Cbristian religion in the 
Boxmst of the Pope, and to suspei 0 his will. This is 
= wartling statement; but as it tes, so will it bear, 
=ximination, I put it forth not as rhetoric, sarcasm, or 
Pevective; but as fact, made by history. 
It is obvious to reply that, if the Christian religion i is 
xi the heart of the Pope, so the law of England is in the 
Baer of the Legislature. The case of the Pope and the 
<=ae of the Legielature are the same in this: that neither 
the one nor the other is subject to any limitation whatever, 
“Sxcept such as he or it r ively shall choose to allow. 
Bitte the resemblance begi ends. ‘The nation is ruled 
Bya Legislature, of which by far the most powerful branch 
35 freely chosen, from ti ime, by the community 


Pountry ; and all the proceed ings of its Parliament are not 
bly carried on in the fi day, but made known from 
lay to day, almost from hour, in every town and 

» Yillage, and almost in every household of the land. They 
“te governed by rules framed to secure both ample time 
for consideration, and the utmost freedom, or, it may be, 
¥en licence of debate; and all that is said and done is 
SUbjected to an immediate sharp and incessant criticism : 
With the assurance on the part of the critics, that they will 
Raye not only favour from their friends, but impunity 
their enemies. Erase every one of these propositions, 


* ‘Charge of the Bishop of St) David's,’ 1872, y. 2. 
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amd tho rules at will, and without notice, altered pro 
ve mati and annulled. To securé rights has been, and is, 
the aim of the Christian civilisation: to destroy them, 
sexid to establish the resistless, domineering action of a 
Purely central power, is the aim of the Roman policy. 
Leo much and too long, in other times, was this its ten- 
dency : but what was its besetting sin has now beeome, as 
far as man can make it, by the crowning triumph of 1870, 
its undisguised, unchecked rule of action and law of life. 

Theee words, harsh as they may seem, and strange as 

they must sound, are not the incoherent imaginings of 
Adverse partisanship. The best and greatest of the children 
©f the Roman Church have seen occasion to use the 
like, with cause less grave than that which now exists, and 
Lave pointed to the lust of dominion as the source of these 
®normous mischiels:— 
“ Di oggimai, che la Chiosa «li Roma 

Por confondere in se due reggimenti 

Cade nel fango, ¢ se brutta, ¢ La somu.’* 

Without doubt there is an answer to all this. Publicity, 
Fesponsibility, restraint, and all the forms of warranty and 
Safeguard, are wan a human institution, but are 
Anapplicable to a “ Di teacher,” to an inspired Pontiff, 
%o a “living Chris ne promises of God are sure, and 

not, His promise has been given, and Peter in his 
Successor shall never fail, never go astray, He needs 
Bsither check nor aid, aa he will find them for himself. 
is an exception to all the rules which determine human 

| Action ; and his action in this matter is not really human, 


* Dante, ' Purgatorio,’ xvi, 127—9, 
“Tho Church of Rome, 
Mixing two governments that ill asort, 
Hath mised her footing, fallea into tho miro, 
And there herself, and burden, much defiled." —Carg. 
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Tato three texts, then, it seems the Church of Rome 
has at length, in the course of centuries, acquired this 
deep insight. In the study of these three fragments, 
how much else has she forgotten! the total ignorance of 
8t, Peter himself respecting his “ monarchy ;” the exercise 
of the defining office not by him but by St. James in 
the Council of Jerusalem; the world-wide commission 
specially and directly given to St, Paul; the correction 
of St. Peter by the Apostle of the Gentiles; the inde- 
yendent action of all the Apostles; the twelve founda- 
tions of the New Jerusalem, “and in them the names of 
the twelve Apostles of the Lamb” (Rey, xxi. 14). But 
let us take a wider ground, Is it not the function of 
the Church to sindy the Divine Word as a whole, and to 
father into the foci of her teaching the rays that proceed 
from all its parts? Is not this narrow, sterile, wilful, 
textualism the favourite resort of sectaries, the general 
eharter of all licence and self-will that lays waste the 
arden of the Lord? Is it not this that destroys the 
Targeness and fair proportions of the Truth, squeezing 
here and stretching there, substituting for the reverent 

Jealousy of a faithfnl guardianship the ambitious aims of 
& class, and gradually forcing the heavenly pattern into 
hharder and still harder forms of distortion and caricature? 

However, it must be observed that the transcendental 
answer we have been considering, which sets at nought 
all the analogies of God's Providence in the government 
of the world, is the only answer of a breadth equal to the 
case. Other replies, which have been attempted, are 
periectly hollow and unreal. For instance, we are told 
that the Pope cannot alter the already defined doctrines 
of the Faith. To this I reply, let him alter them as he 
will, if only he thinks fit to say that he does nat alter 

= 
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amost likely to find favour with the Vatican? History, the 
history of well-nigh eighteen centuries, supplies the answer, 
and supplies it with almost the rigour of a mathematical 
formula, On every contested question, that opinion finds 
ultimate assent at Romo, which more exalts the power of 
Rome. Have no Popes claimed this inspiration, which 
Dr. Newman so reasonably denies? Was it claimed by 
Clement XI. for the Bull Vnigenitus? Was it claimed by 
Gregory the Second in a judgment in which he authorised 
@ man, who had an invalid wife, to quit her and to marry 
another? Is it or is it not claimed by the present Pope, 
who says he has a higher title to admonish the govern- 
mnents of Europe than the Prophet Nathan had to ad- 
mnonish David?* Shall we be told that these are his 
satterances only as a private Doctor? But we also learn 
from Papal divines, and indeed the nature of the case 
amakes it evident, that the non-infallible declarations of 
the Pope are still declarations of very high authority, 
“Again, is it not the fact that, sinee 1870, many bishops, 
German, Itali , have ascribed inspiration to the 
Pope? Opin reed here and there were, in the 
eases of the | ite Conception, and of the Absolute 
Supremacy © Infallibility ex cathedni, gathered up, 
declared to co tute a consensus of the Church, and made 
the groundwork of new Articles of Faith. Why should 
not this be done hereafter in the case of Papal inspiration ? 
Tt is but a mild onward step, in comparison with the 
strides already made. Those who cried “magnificent,” 
on the last occasion, will ery it again on the next, Dr, 
Newman and the minimising divines would, perhaps, 
reply “No: it is impossible.” But this was the very 


* *Discorsi di Pio IX.,’ vol. i. p, 366, on March 3, 1872, 
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‘what are the Papal Decrees, which for him form part of 
the unerring revelation of God. It would even be pre- 
Sum ptuous in him to have an opinion on the point. The 
Divine word of Scripture was invested with a power to 
feed and to refresh, “He shall feed me in a green 
pasture; and lead me forth beside the waters of comfort.”* 
And, by the blessing and mercy of God, straight and 
‘open is the access to them. In no part of the Church of 
Christ, except the Roman, is it jealously obstructed by 
ecclesiastical authority ; and even there the line of the 
Sacred precinct is at least perfectly defined. But now we 
are introduced to a new code, dealing with the same high 
subject-matter, and possessed of the same transcendent 
prerogative of certain and unchanging truth; but what 
sare the chapters of that code, nobody knows except the 
Sehola Theologorum, 1s for example the private Christian 
fess humbly desirous to know whether he is or is not 
to rely absolutely on the declarations of the Syllabus as 
to the many and great matters which it touches? No 
one can tell him. Bishop Fessler (approved by the Pope) 
gaye so. Hoe admits that he for one docs not know, It 
seems doubiful whether he thought that the Pope 
himself knew. For instead of asking the Pope, he 
promises that it shall be made the subject of long inquiry 
by the Schola Theologorum. “Ce sera tout d'abord & la 
seience théologique que s‘imposera le devoir de rechercher les 
diverses raisons qui militent en faveur des diverses options sur 
¢ette question.” + But when the inquiry has ended, and the 
result has been declared, is he much better off? I doubt 
* Pealm xxiii. 2, 
© f  Vraio ot fansse Tnfaillibilité dos Papes;'p. 8. Angl.: “Te will at 
ence become the duty of theological science to examine into the 


various reasons which go to support cach of the various opinions oa 
that question,” 
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CONCLUSION. 


EZ wave now, at greater length than I could have 
wished, but I think with ample proof, justified the follow- 
ing assertions :-— 

1. That the position of Roman Catholics has been 
altered by the Decrees of the Vatican on Papal Infalli- 
bility, and on obedience to the Pope. 

2. That the extreme claims of the Middle Ages have 
been sanctioned, and have been revived without the 
‘warrant or excuse which might in those ages have been 
shown for them. 

8. That the claims asserted by the Pope are such as to 
place civil allegiance at his mercy. 

4. That the State and people of the United Kingdom 
had « right to rely on the assurances they had received, 
that Papal Infallibility was not, and could not become, an 
article of faith in tho Roman Church, and that the 
obedience due to the Pope was limited by laws inde- 
pendent of his will. 

I need not any more refer to others of my assertions, 
more general, or less essential to the main argument. 

The appeal of the ‘Dublin Review’* for union on the 
basis of common belief in resisting unbelief, which ought 
to be strong, is unhappily very weak, ‘ Defend,” says 
the Reviewer, “the ark of salvation precious to us both, 
though you have an interest (so to speak) in only a part 
of the cargo.” But as the Reviewer himself is deck- 
loading the vessel in such a manner as to threaten her 
foundering, to stop his very active proceedings is not 


* For Jan, 1875, p, 173, 





























them. But this proposition, if stated calmly as part of an 
argument, will not bear a moment's examination. Conee- 
quently, it has been boldly held that this drawing of dis 
tinctions between pastors and the flock, because the one 
made the Decrees and the other did not, is an insult and 
an outrage to all alike;* and by this appeal passion is 
stirred up to darken counsel, and obscure the case. 

Tam aware that this is no slight matter, and I have 

acted under a sense of no trivial responsibility, Rarely in 
the complicated combinations of polities, when holding a 
high place in the councils of my Sovereign, and when 
error was commonly visited by some form of sharp and 
speedy retribution, have I felt that sense as keenly, Atany 
‘rate, Imay and must say that all the words of these Tracts 
Were written as by one who knows that he must answer 
for them to a Power higher than that of publie opinion. 

Tf any motive connected with religion helped to sway 

‘Ane, it was not one of hostility, but the reverse. My hos- 
tility, at least, was the sentiment which we feel towards: 


4 


which mar the excellencies, which even destroy the © 


I and the promise of those we are fain to love. At- 
‘tached to my own religious communion, the Church of my 
“Birth and my country, I have never loved it with a merely 
Sectional or insular attachment, but have thankfully re- 
crarded it as that portion of the great redeemed Christian 
ily in which my lot had been cast—not by, but for me, 
every other portion of that family, whatever its name, 
its extent, whatever its perfections, or whatever 






I withhold the references—thoy are numerous, although by no 
“sans wniversal. Having said so mach of the extreme doctrines of 


Dua ihe tals ecu hacen ene 


of his people for my enlightenment. 
XY 





CONCLUSION, 1S 


No impartial student of history can, I think, fail to 
regard with much respect and some sympathy the body 
of British Christians which, from the middle period of the 
reign of Elizabeth down to the earlier portion of the 
present century, adhered with selfdenying fidelity, and 
with a remarkable consistency of temper and belief, to the 
Latin communion. I lament its formation, and I cannot 
admit its title-deeds ; but justice requires me to appreciate 
the high qualities which it has exhibited and sadly pro- 
longed under sore disadvantage. It was small, and dis- 
persed through a mass far from friendly. It was cut off 
from the ancient national hierarchy, and the noble esta 
Llishments of the national religion : it was severely smitten 
hy the penal Jaws, and its reasonable aspirations for the 
measures that would have secured relief wore mercilessly 
thwarted and stifled by those Popes whom they loved too 
well. Amidst all these cruel difficulties, it retained within 
itself these high characteristics; it was moderate; it was 
brave; it was devout; it was learned; it was loyal. 

Tn discussing, however sharply, the Vatican Decrees, 
T have endeavoured, to keep faith; and I think that 
honour as well as prudence required me, when offering 
an appeal upon public and civil grounds, to abstain not 
only from assailing, but even from questioning in any 
manner or regard, the Roman Catholic religion, sach as 
it stood before 1870 in its general theory, and such as it 
actually lived and breathed in England during my own 
early days, half a century ago. 

Tt was to those members of such a body, who still 
cherish its traditions in consistency as well as in good 
faith, that I could alone, with any hope of profit, address 
my appeal, Who are they now? and how many? Has 
what was most noble in them gone the way of all flesh, 
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APPENDIX A (p. 5). 
‘Tus following are the principal Replies from antagonists which 
I have seen. I have read the whole of thom with care; and I 
havenot knowingly omitted in this Rejoinder anything material 
to the main arguments that they contain, I place thom ag nearly 
as I can in chronological orde: 
1. ‘Roply to Mr. Gladstone,’ By A Monk of St. Augustine's, 
Ramsgate, Nov. 15,1874, London, 
2. *Expostulation in exdremis.’ By Lord Robert Montagu. 
London, 187 
8. ‘The Dollingerites, Mr. Gladstone, and the Apostates from the 
Faith! By Bishop Ullathorne. Noy. 17, 1874, London. 
. ‘The Abomination of Desolation.” By Rey. J. Coleridge, 8J- 
Noy. 23, 1874. London. 
. Very Rey. Canon Oakeley, Letters of. Nov. 16 and 27, 1874. 
Tu the ‘ Times.’ 
}. “Catholic Allegiance’ By Bishop Clifford. Clifton, Nov. 25, 
1874. 
. ‘Pastoral Letters.” By Bishop Vaughan. Dec. 8, 1874 
London. The same, with Appendices, Jan. 1875. 
. Review of Mr. Gladstone's Expostulation, in * The Month" for 
Dee, 1874 and Jan. 1875, By Rev. T. B. Parkinson, 8.3. 
|. * External Axpects of the Gladstone Controversy.’ Tn ‘The 
Month’ of Jan, 1875, 
. ‘An Ultramontano's Reply to Mr. Gladstone's Expostulations.” 
London, 1874. 
- Letter to J. D. Hutchinson, Esq. By Mr. J. Stores Smith, 
Nov. 29, 1874. In the ‘Halifax Courier” of Dec, 5, 1874. 
‘Letter to the Right Hon. W. E. Gladstone, MP.’ By A 
Scottish Catholic Layman. London, 1874. 
‘Reply to the Right Hon, W. E. Gladstone's Political Ex- 
postulation.’ By Monsignor Capel. London, 1874. 
. *A Vindication of the Pope and the Catholic Religion.’ By 
Mulhallen Marum, LL.B. Kilkenny, 874. 
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he indisputably counts among the greatest intellectual lights that 
the Catholic Chureh of the present age has to show.” 

Leite a still higher authority in Cardinal Schwarzenberg, Arch- 

at of Prague. On May 25, 1868, he addressed 2 letter to 
Cardinal Antonelli, in which he pointed out that the theologians, 
who had been summoned from Germany to the Council, were all 
of the same theological school, and that for the treatment of dog- 
matic matters it was most important that some more profound 
s#tadents, of more rich and universal learning, as well as sound in 
faith, should be called. Ho goes on to snggest the names of 
Hefele, Kuhn, and (with a high eulogy) Von Dollinger. 

Tho strangest of all is yot behind. Cardinal Antonolli, in his 
reply dated July 15, receives with some favour the auggestion of 
Cardinal Schwarzenberg, and says that one of tho three theo- 

named would certainly have been invited to the Council, 
had not the Pope been informed that if invited, he would deckine 
tocome. That one was Dr. Von Déllinger. 

T cite the original documents, which will be found in Friedrich’s 
* Documenta ad illustrandum Conc. Vat,,’ pp. 277-80. 


APPENDIX © (p. 26). 


As [have cited Schrader elsewhere, I cite him here also; simply 
because ho translates (into German) upon a difforent construction 
of the Seventy-third Articlo of the Syllabus from that which I had 
adopted, and makes a disjunctive proposition ont of two statements 
whieh appear to be in effect identical. In English, his conversion 
of the article rans as follows :— 

“ Among Christians no true matrimony can be constituted by 
virtue of a civil contract; and it is true that either the marriage 
contract between Christians is a Sacrament, or that the contract 
ia null when the Sacrament is excluded. 

“Remark. And, on this very account, is every contract entered 
into between man and woman, among Christians, without the 
Sacrament, in virtue of any civil law whatever, nothing else than 
ja shameful and pernicions coneubinage, so strongly condemned by 
the Church ; and therefore the marriage-bond can never be sepa- 
rated from the Sacrament.”* 

‘The wum of the matter seems to be this. Wherever it bas 


* Schrader, Heft ii. p. 79 Wion, 1865. 
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to give it ina little detail. Keenan's ‘Catechism’ has been very 
extensively used in Great Britain and America. In his preface 
to the third edition, the author speaks of it as ‘having the high 
approbation of Archbishop Hughes, the Right Rey, Drs, Kyle and 
Carruthers ; a2 well aa the approval of the Right Rey, Dr, Gillis, 
and the Right Rey. Dr. Murdoch.’ These last-named four eccle- 
siastics were vicars-apostolic of their respectivo districts in Seot- 
land, snd their separate episcopal approbations are prefixed to 
the ‘Catechism ;’ those of Bishops Carruthers and Kyle aro dated, 
respectively, 10th and 15th April, 1846; those of Bishops Gillis 
and Murdoch, 14th and 19th November, 1853, 

“ Thus this work was authenticated by a well-known American 
archbishop and four British bishops thoroughly familiar with the 
teaching of their Church, long before Archbishop Manning joined 
it. Now, at page 112 of one of my copies of the ‘new edition, 
corrected by the author, twenty-fourth thousand,’ are the following 
question and answer :— 

Q—*‘ Must not Catholics believe the Pope in himself to be 
infallible? 

“A.— This is a Protestant invention; it is no article of the 
Catholic faith ; no decision of his can oblige, under pain of heresy, 
unless it be received and enforced by the teaching body,—that is, 
by the bishops of the Church.” 

“Tt would be satisfactory if Archbishop Manning wonld explain 
how his statement to Mr. Bennett squares with this statement of 
Keenan’s, and with that of the 50 Heasone. 

“Bat, further, it would be highly satisfactory if Archbishop 
Manning, or eome representative of the ‘Catholic Publishing and 
Bookselling Company’ would explain how it camo to pass thnt, 
on the passing of the Vatican decree, apparently whilst this very 
edition of Keenan's Catechiem wns passing through the press, the 
above crucial question and answer were qnietly droppod’ ont, 
though no intimation whatsoever was given that this vital altera- 
tion was made in the remainder of the edition. Hud » note heen 
appended, intimating that this change had become needful, no 
objection, of course, could have been made, But no word has 
‘boon inserted to announce, or explain, this omission of so materilil 
a ; whilst the utmost pains have been taken, and, I must 
dd, wath great success, to pass off this gravely altered book ax 
being identical with the rest of the edition, Whe title-pages of 
both copies alike profess that it is the ‘new eilition, corrected by 
the author, (who wus in his grave before the Vatioon Coumeh saa 
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tty theft when he was a boy. It is the most illiberal snd the 
Excet unjustifiable mode of arguing, and if applied to the Church 
England, would reduce it to a worse case than that of her old 


with reviving mediwval Romanism, are not Vaticaniste, 
it Protestant bigots, whose sinister predictions the Vaticaniete 
we done, and are doing, their best to verify. 
_ Both by reason of the language of this extract, and of its being 
en out of the actual working armoury of one of the great élec- 
tionecring struggles: for the County of York, which then much 
tel in importance over every other constituency of the 
Wuited Kingdom, it ix important. It shows by direct evidence 
how the mitigated professions of the day told, und justly told, on 
‘the popular mind of England. 


APPENDIX F (p. 59). 


1. From the Decree. 

* Et primé declarat, quod ipsa in Spiritu Sancto legitims eon- 
gregats, concilium generale faciens, et ecclesiam Catholicam ro 
priewentane, potestatem a Christo immediat® habet, cui quilibet 
cujusque statis vel dignitatis, etiam si papalis oxistat, obedire 
tenctur in his que pertinent ad jidem et extirpationcm dicti achis- 
matis, ob reformationem dictm ecclosim in capite ot in membris,"— 
Cone. Const, Soss. v.; Labbe et Cossart, tom. xii. p. 22. 

From the account of the Pope's confirmation. 


omnia et singula determinata con- 
clusa et docrota im materiis jidei per presens conciliam, con- 
ciliariter tenore et inviolabiliter observare yolebat, et nunquam 
contraire quoquo modo. Ipsaque sic conciliariter facta approbat 
et ratificat, et non aliter, nee alio modo.”"—Cone. Const. Sess. xly, ; 
Labbe et Cossart, tom. xii. p. 258. 


APPENDIX G (p. 68). 
Labbe, Concilia, x. 1127, ed. Paris, 1671, Canon II. 
“ Obedite prepositia veetrie, et subjaceta ills ; ipei enim prewigi- 
lant pro animatus vestris, tanguam rationem reddituri: Paulas 
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